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P R E F:A C E. 


The fi)llowing pages form a reprint of Six Articles 
from the Journal of Pro'phccy. These Articles'were 
prepared as I’nlpit-lcctures in the ordinary course of 
Sabbath-morning ministration, and they are here 
published very much as originally written. IMiis 
will account for their popular character and peculiar 
form. 

The author has not adverted to many questions 
connected with the Gospels which are being anxiously 
canvassed at the present day. .^^^cy did not come 
acro.ss him in tlie prosecution of his object, and he 
did not turn aside to seek them. At the same time, he 
is disposed to think tl«tit some of them may indirectly 
receive elucidation froimthe results of his investigations. 
To instance one of the most difficult,—that of the 
Origin of the Gospels ,—it is not unlikely fliat the 
peculiar aspect in \vhich Christ is exhibited in the 
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j’jospcl according to Mark may be held to corroborate 
Vhc opinion that that Gospel is a translation and con¬ 
tinuation of original Note.s or Memoranda which had 
been made by the Apostle I’eter during the life-time 
of his Master. Tt is quite the aspect in which, with 
his fellow-disciples, Peter would then most naturally 
regard the Saviour ; at least, it does not seem (jasy to 
understand how a Gospel, in which, up till the re¬ 
surrection, the higher aspects of the Persorj of Christ 
arc kept so much in the background, could have 
been ‘originally written by either Peter or Mark sub¬ 
sequent to the Ascension. No doubt, it has been 
said that the idea of tran.slation and editorship is 
inconsistent with the doctrine of inspiration, of 
inspiration. But the affirmation Ls unwarrantable. 
It is surely quite gratuitous. For if inspiration is 
consistent with Book-composition, why not with 
one kind of it as widl as anotlier ? The book of 



Genesis is believek +o have been ultimately edited, as 

well as originally written, under Divine inspiration ; 

« 

and why not the Gospel according to Mark as well V 
Yet after all, this question, aB 'g with many others, 
is not so much as mentioned<ih the following pages. 
Nor is it to be understood, that any positive judg¬ 
ment is‘at present passed* upon it. What has been 
said is by way of explanation or sUggestion only. 



PllEFACE. 


th^ 

author need not here be specified. He docs not pre¬ 
tend to bo indopciident of the labours of others ; and 
it will be found that, generally, his obligations have 
been acknowledged, liut^ while freely availing him¬ 
self of help as it came in his way, ho has also thought 
for hiras(;lf; and th*i product may now be helpful to 
others in their turn. It is accompanied with his 
sincerest prayers for a blessing in the perusal of it. 

- Thy testimonies are wonderful;—therefore doth 
my soul keep them. The entrance df Thy words 
giveth light ;—it giveth understanding unto the 
simple. 1 opened my mouth, and panted;—for I 
longed for Thy commandments. Look Thou upon 
me, and be merciful unto me ;—as Thou usest to do 
unto those that love Thy Name. Order my steps in 
Thy word;—and let not any iniquity have dominion 
over me. Deliver me from the oUj^rcssion of man;— 
so will I keep Thy precepts. Make Thy face to shine 
upon Thy servant—and teach me Thy statutes.” 


The books wdiich have been consulted by 




PllEFACE TO THE STEREOTYPED EDITION. 


Tins edition is very nearly a reprint of tlie former. 

The only alteration of any conseipienco occurs in the 

chapter on “ The Diversity of the (iospelsi” from which 

the greater portion of the nunarks which were msule 

> 

on the views of the Fathers and others on the relation 
of the four living creatures in Ezekiel and the AyK»ca- 
lypse to the Go.spels has l)(',en transferred to a Note. 
By this transference, it will be seen that the author 
does not over-estimate the value of these views, 
although, from the attention thmj/have always com¬ 
manded, he considered it his duty to notice and to 
express his judgment regarding them. Perhaps he 
should add that, wlp^ip, as he has shown, the Gospels 
are characteristically rliffercnt from one another, he 
does not regard their diiitgences as the effect of any 
scientific arrangement on ti>e part of the Evangelists. 
Science occupies as little place in the Word of God as 
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lu the works of God ; but this docs not preclude the 

b 

existence of an orderly system in botli the one and the 
other, or the practical use of such a system. 

The author must repeat that his book is intended 

i 

for popular use. ScholuKS may not find in it the 
erudition in which they very pro 2 )erly didight, but 
they cannot be disappointed whe^n it was not prepared 
for them. The object he had in view was one far 
higher than any display of scholarship Avould have 
been likely to accomplish,—the establishment of 
Christian disciples in the hiith and love of their 
Divine Master, as exhibited to them so specifically 
and so fully in the Gospels; and in proportion as 
this object may be gained, he will be more than 
satisfied. 


“Father glorify Tuy Son.” 



CONTENTS. 

* PA«K 

TiIK DiN'EIiSITY of the GoSI'ELS, . . . . . 1 

The Gospel accouoincj to Matthew, . . . ' . 17 

I 

The Gospel accouoinc} to Mark,.50 

The Gospel according to Luke,.79 

The Gospel according to John,.115 

The Harmony OF THE Gospels,.142 




THE FOURFOLD DIVERSITY 


THE GOSPELS. 


The four Gospels form in some respects ^le most 
important portion of the Bibk*. Their value partly 
arises out of their relation to other portions of it. All 
its earlier revelations flow into them. All its later 
revelations flow out of them. They are, as it wore, 
the heart through which, like life’s blood, all its reve¬ 
lations circulate. But it is in their relation to Christ 
that their value pre-eminently consists. “ In other 
parts of Scripture wc hear (Christ by ihe hearing of 
the oar, but here our eye seeth Him. Hlsewhere we 
see Him through a glass darkly, but here face to face.” * 
On this account they ejaim the most alfectirjnati' as 
well as teverent perusal ^the Church, The ancient 
Church recognised this claim-.^t a very early period, by 
giving to each of thorn the naloe of “ Gospel,” a name 
which they did not origiuall5llk bear: “The Gospel 
according to Matthew ”—“ The Gospel accorrKng to 


* Dr David Brown, 
A 
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Mark,”—“ Tlio Gospel according to Luke,”—“ The 
Gospel according to Jolm.” The claim may also be said 
to bo particularly recognised in our own day. Ncvi'r 
was there a period in the history of the Church wlu'u 
they were inorc; carefully examim'd, more closely 
studied. The theological press teems with works 
relating to one or other of tluj numerous ipu'stions 
connected with their origin, their autlu'niicily, their 
harmony, their literary and other characteristics; and 


“ The Life of'Cdirist ” is a favourite topic of investiga¬ 


tion with both the friends and the enemies 


of Chri.s- 


tianity. The volumes which have been published of 
late under that title and on that subjt'ct form (piite a 
library. It would n^quire a lifetime to niast<'r them. 

After all, the Gospels deserve our ever-renewed and 
increasingly attimtivu study. The same topics in 
them which have been perhaps most dwelt upon, will 
always bear fresh and fuller investigation. There is 
an cxhaustless fulness in them. Besides, there are 
multitudes every where who read the Gospels so per¬ 
functorily, so carele.ssly, that they can hardly be said 
to know them, except in a very general way. For ex¬ 
ample, it may fairly be assumed that many Bil)le readers 
have never observed anything singular or striking in 
the diversity by which the four canonical GosjdoIs are 
distinguished from one anoth ” That they were written 
by diti'erent authors, respbetively named Matthew, 
Mark, Luke, John, and tl at, with much that is com¬ 
mon to all, there are certain circumstances which are 
only to be found in one or other of them, is no doubt 
generally known ; but that there is anything in their 
diversity which is at all remarkable, in either one 
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way or othor, may very prol)al)Iy have been wliolly 
unobserved,—so coiiinion is it for familiarity to produce 
negligence of observation, as well in reading as in other 
matteis. 

Now here is a topic which may not nnprofitably 
croiaLn' attention :—the fourfold diversity of the Gos¬ 




pels ; the individual charactcTistics of each ; along with 
the historical unity which nevertheless binds them 
together, as in reality, with afl tlu'ir dilfercnces, the 
Gospel—the one Gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son of 
God. 


Tt might have been anticipated that the Spirit of 
God would not have admitted so many as four’Gaspels 
into so small a book as the Bible without having a 
distinct object to serve by each of them ; find it is 
really wonderful how this object should be so little 
I’ecognised when, so far from being a latent impress, 
discernible only to a studious observation, it stands 
out as a most prominent feature in every Gospel, 
which may be easily })erceived and also appreciated 
by the simplest reader. Here are four likenesses, 
photographed on a single card. The same face appears 
in all—only taken, one in profile, cyie in full, and the 
other two froin different sides ; so that, though repre¬ 
senting the face of but a single person, there arc not 
two.of them alike—tluymirc, so to speak, the same, 
but different. Or, hero are differfent pictures of the 
same landscape by different\artists ; and the sey)arate 
production of each of them, ayjiough perfect after its 
own manner, is found to be distinguished by manifold 
varieties owing partly to the different stand-points 
occupied by the artists in doing their work, and partly 
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to such causes as the peculiarity of gifts, the diversity 
of tastes, and other obvious dilYerenccs in tlie indivi¬ 
dual painters. The same thing occurs in literature. 
Take any biography of the same person, ns written, 
independently of one anotlicr, by different authors ; 
and while, no doubt, with the unity of subject there 
will 1)0 found a substantial liuity of representation in 
their respective publications, there will, at the same 
time, b(! also found in each of them many circumstan¬ 
tial varitstic's, sharply enough defined, aecording to the 
amount of nc(piaintanccship with the person in question 
possesseil by the different’biographers, or according to 
the features of his character which may liavc severally 
most impressed them, and which they hav(‘ endeavoured 
to cxhiK't or reproduce in their several narratives. 
It has b(‘en usual to cite in illustration the well-known 


esuse of Socrates, one of the most eiiunent characters of 
Grecian antiejuity, whose life as writtmi by two of liis 
immediate followers, Xenophon and Plato, has de¬ 
scended to our times, but as ditferently represented by 
each of them as can Avell be imaginc'd without destroy¬ 
ing the personal identity of their common hero. For 
whereas, according, to Xenophon, who was a soldier, a 
man of action, his master appears to have boon quite 
a practical sort of person, always bringing out his 
principles in the various aetphies of daily life ; accord¬ 
ing to Plato, who was a phnosopher of contcunplative 
and profoundly thoughtbjl mind, ho appears to have 
been a deep, studious, '])en(‘trating thiidccr, who'was 
for ever iiujuiring into the principhis of action, the 
why and wherefore of everything. Now, wlien the 
life of any of the world’s heroe.s, or any of the Ghurch’s 
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worthies, is thus found to present in ordinary human 
bio^rapliy so many distinctly varied aspects, (juite 
harmonious withal, if the object or stand-point of the 
different biographers is considered,* how much more 
ought it to be expected that a similar, or rather a 
much greater, variety of view should distinguish the 
biography of (Jlirist! His was tin; most wonderful life 
ever spent on eartli ; therewwas g. fulness of development 
in it, a richne.'is of phenomena, wliich far (‘xcc'edcnl the 
poveeptive power of any individual mind ; there was 

no merely human being of' sufficient compivhension to 

• 

take in the whole ; there was no ones adeejuato to jno- 
duec a complete representation of it; the task'rc(piired 
more minds than one; and lienee the Divine provision 
of the four evangelists, without whose fourfold plenitude 
we should have manifestly had an iin]ierfect or lAit a 
partial view of His person, character, and life. 

The mutual relationships of the Gospels, along with 
their special diversities, were perhaps more distinctly 
recognised by the ancient Church than they are now ; 
at least, it was then common to spt'ak of tliem as the 
four books of the one Gospel, or, nioro frequently, 
the four-sided Gospel—the four-c9rncrcd Gospel—the 
four-Kcpiarc Gospel. 

It was also common, and the practice is still followed, 
to tjct forth their unite/^et diversified characteristics 
by various emblematical illustrations. Ircnacus, one 
of d'he earliest fathers of the Church, compares them 


* For no one doubts that the two accounts of Socrates are, notwith¬ 
standing their diversity, jibrfectly consistent with one another ; that, 
as 3e2)arately represented by his biographers, he was both a man of 
thought and a man of action, philosophical and practical together. 
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to the foTtr (jiiartcrs of the world, and the four princi¬ 
pal winds which blow over the earth. Augustine, the 
groat divine of the early (Church, compares them to 
the four great trumpets which are sounded together 
into the four quarters of the world to summon and 
gather the (duirch frohi^ the East and West and 
North and South into a holy unity of faith. (Aalvin, 
tlie Keformer, compares thvm to a triumj)lial chariot, 
drawn hy four steeds, in which Christ lides forth in 
great magnilicence, and with rapid progress, before 
the whole (Jhureh to review the world. Eengol, the 

a 

eminent ex])ositor of tin; New Testanumt, compares 
them* to' the (piartette which forms a perlect haimony 
in vocal music, and in which the voices may some¬ 
times sinj apart, .although in general the four unite in 
tuntl’uf coneert. Another favourite and ancient emblem 
was taken from the river which llowcd in a unit(‘d 
stream through the garden of Eden to water it, .and 
then separated into four channels as it issued out into 
the world. But perhaps the emblem most generally used 
in all ages, from as far back as the times of lrena:us,* 
who m.ay not luyve been even then the first to use it, 
is that of the four Iwing creatures with the four faces— 
of a man, a lion, an ox, and an eagle—which appeared 
in the visions of Ez(‘kicl, moving .as they were directed 
by the Spirit, and upholding^'dth their interlaced and 
outspread wings the throne of the Man who is “ the 
likeness of the glory of the Lord ; ” and wliich again 
appeared in the apocal^)tic visions of John .as in the 

midst of the throne and round about the throne ; or 
• • ^ 
rather, as an old expositor of the Reformation «"plains 

* Irciiiiuus against Heresies, Book IlL, chap. II., sec. ii. 
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this account of their position, as between the throne 
and the elders, and round about the throne.* 

Neither is it wrong to use Scriptural incidents or 
facts in the way of figurative illustration, when tl)i.s 
may help the elucidation of any portion or doctrine of 
the Bible, provided the facts of history are not tiuns- 
inuted by the process into tht mere fable of an allegory. 
We find that, in the Ejustle to the Galatians, Paul 
allegorises the story of ng,gar and Sarah with tlufir 
sons Jshmael and Isaac; and we may imitate his 
cxam[)le,—taking care, however, to m.akc our com¬ 
parison but subordinate' an’d subservient as a mere 
figure, or as no other than an allegorical application of 
the proper verity. 

In this Avay, or just as a time-honoured ^1imilitudo, 
Ave may adopt the comparison betAveen the faces ofrtho 
living creatures in their order, as seen by John, and 
the peculiar cliaracteristics of the Gospels in the order 
in Avhicli we have them in the Bible. “ The first 
creature Avas like a lion.” ^J’he lion is the emblem of 
Judah’s royalty. Judah av. as the royal tribe. And in 
the Gospel accordlricf to Matthew, Christ is seen tis 
“ the Li(m of the tribe of Judah,” “,tl?e Root of David,” 
the “ Shiloh,” who is at once “ King and Lawgiver ” in 
Judah ; in other words. He is the promised royal 
Seed, “ the Son of DVid, the Son of Abrah.am 
“ and of the increase or His government and peace 
there shall be no end,” for His “ kingdom is not of 
this Avorld it is “the kingdom of heaven.” “And 

7 . O 

the second creature was like a’calf,” or “ an ox,” as it 
is in Jlzekicl. This is the emblem, at least the ori- 


• See Note to this Chapter. 
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ental eniljlera, of patient, productive, profitable lalx)nr. 
And tin' Gospel according to Mark is pre-eminently the 
prnctical (xospel—the Gospel of action, as it is some¬ 
times called. Tliere is nothing royal in it, nothing 
great, nothing hut the record of constant laborious 
exertion and endurance in ways of well-doing ; that is 
to say, we have in it the narrative of the outward 
active ministry of Ghrist; lyot His ministry of words, 
for tliere are no long sermons, and hut a few short 
parables in it ; hut Tlis ministry of deeds, as one 
labouring even unto death on behalf of others, and for 
their good ; He makes Himself of no reputation, and 
takeS' upon Him the form of a servant, “ the Lord’s 
servant,” according to a familiar view or asjiect of His 
character’,*• in which many of the prophecies exhibit 
Hiira. ‘‘And the third creature had a face us a man,” 
Here we have tlie human aspect, an emblem of hu¬ 
manity in its broadest relationships, and without any 
distinction of class or country. And in the Gospel 
according to Luke, it is as “the Son of man” that 
Christ is brought before us ; not so much as “ the Son 
of David ;” or as “ the Minister of the circumcision,” 
“ the Servant of theuLord but as “ the Son of Adam,” 
the partaker of a common humanity with the whole 
family of mankind, and therefore the kinsman-lte- 
deemer of the race, without iT’.pect to the old distinc¬ 
tion of Jew and Gentile ; “ the priest after the order 
of Melchiscdec,” for the seed of Canaan under the curse 
as well as for the seed of Abraham under the blessing. 
“ And the fourth creature was like a flying eagle.” 
Here is tlie emblem of far-seeing and liigh-sr^ring 
knowledge. Named of old “ the bird of heaven,” and 
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“ the king of birds,” the eagle is said to fly higher 
than any of them, with unwinkiTig vision right in the 
eye of the snn itself, till it is completely out of sight 
beyond the clouds. And in the (lospcd accordi'ng to 
John, are wc not carried to a much loftier and sublimer 
height than in any of the other (lospels ? For while 
in them the three evangelists walk with Christ as it 
were on earth, here John ascends with Him as it were 
to heaven, and to the very throne of God; he speaks 
of Him most of all in the transcendaiit and ineffable 


mystery of His 
David not as 


Divine relations ; not as 
“ the Son of Abraham 


“ the Son of 
not as “ the 


Son of Adam but as “ the Son of God.” 


But we shall prosecute the examinatio;^ of these 
various characteristics of the evangelists, one -after 
another, in their separate individuality. There are 
other characteristics which might also be separately 
and profitably examined.; but W(i must ])ass them hy, 
or hut slightly advert to them in their connexion with 
those to which our attention will be more particularly 
directed. 

At present wc desire to urge "^tho consecutive, 
conscientious, and careful perusal of all the Gospels. 
Let it be remembered that they arc all alike inspired, 
and separately intendeij^or instruction. It is no work 
of supererogation wdien we have road one to read the 
next—and then the next, and the next also, till we 
have read all four. It is not reading the same thing 
over and over again, like Mie wearisomely vain 
repetitions of the liftman breviary. There arc not 
two of the Gospels alike in their style of narrative, in 
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tlioir mo<lo of representation, in their system of 
arran<rement; and viewed in connexion with the 
Divine plan, the differences are intentional. So far 
from bein<r stfig^ered by tliem, we ought to bo 
instructed by them all the better in the knowledge 
of Christ, established by them all the more in the 
faith of (dirist. ^ This is ihe gracious design of the 
Spirit of God in them ; and once we obtiuu the key, 
the clue, to their elucidation, we shall find that there 
is not one of tliem which is not more or less subser- 
vient in its own peculiar place and way to that design. 

And here we may be permitted to offer one or two 
remarks, on what are commonly called “ Lives of 
^Christ,” “Harmonies of the Gospels.” 

From fiii eaily period in the history of the Church, 
theic unity of subject has induced many to attempt 
the combination and condensation of the four Gos¬ 
pels into one continuous narrative or complete 
whole as the one Gospel of Jesus Christ. Nor can 
there be a question that various advantages are to bo 
derived from comparing the various Gospels, and 
exhibiting their entire consistency with one another 
in what they rebate^in common. 

At the same time, if they be viewed, not as 
histories complete in themselves so far as respects the 
particular purpose they wera-'-designed to serve, but 
just as so many repertories or magazines of material, 
so to speak, out of which we have to draw up a 
properly complete hi.story for ourselves, there can‘be 
as little question that we have set ourselves a task 
.which God never meant us to uiidertake, and^hich, 
moreover, with the means at our command, is alto- 
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gcther hoyond the compass of our utmost energies. 
“ Scripture,” says a writer of our day,—and wluit lie 
says is so far applicable to the Cospcls as part of 
Scripture,—“ Scripture cannot, as it were, be mapped, 
or its contents catalogued ; but after all our diligence 
to the end of our lives and tO the end of the Church, 
it must bo an unexplored and unsubdued land, with 
heights and valleys, foresl^s and streams, on the right 
and left of our path and close about us, full of con¬ 
cealed wonders and choice treasures.”* 

At all events, a harmony of the Gospels in strict 
chronological order is itn’piacticablc. We cannot 
possibly work it out, at least with any tldng like 
scientific certainty ; for this plain and obvious reason, 
that with the exce])tion of the beginning aii?! the end 
of their narratives, which, as connected with a bi^^gra- 
phy, almost necessarily correspond, the evangelists do 
not write chronologically :—each of them has his own 
distinct })lan and system of arrangement, and tliis so 
independent of chronological order, that if we attempt 
to put them together in such an order we find our¬ 
selves at once entangled in inextricable difficulties, and 
expose ourselves to the caustic rebiike of a sagacaous 
citizen respecting an old minister of the High Church 
of Edinburgh, who was engaged for many years in 
constructing a Harmr/ y of the kind : “ He is a 
minister that, who spends his time and strength in 
trying to make four men agree that never quarrelled.” 
Then, in addition to this, tj[ierc is the all-decisive 
consideration—it has pleased^ God to give ,us four 
Gospoiik He might have given us but one, complete 

*^uoted in Trench’s Hulsean Lectures, p. 102. 
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and perfect in itself; or He might have given us 
four in such exact concordance, both verbal and 
chronological, that no other harmony would have been 
required,—we should have had what is sought for 
ready made to us. Iust(‘ad of this we have the four, 
all different, and portrnying so many different sides 
or asp('cts of the life; of Christ, perfectly harmonious 
no doubt, but not to be proved harmonious by being 
unified or blended into one without diversity or dif- 
fer(;nce. If you have four different portraits of the 
same person, taken in different lights and from different 
stand-points, would you over think of demonstrating 
the harmony or unity of their object by cutting themr 
to })ieces, and then amalgamating the diifcrent pieces , 
into one new whole ? Would that ever produce a 
likeness ? You keep them separate ; you look at 
them apart ; and their very diversities harmonise 
themselves by remaining as diversities. In the same 
way the harmony of the Gospels is evinced, not by 
the (lestniction, but by tin; preservation, in their own 
place and for their own of their very diver¬ 

sities. Compare them as much as you please, illusi 
trate and explain them by one another as much 
as you please, but never do away with their separate 
individuality; never obliterate any of their peculiar 
characteristics, not even so i^'‘’ch as the least impor¬ 
tant in your regard. Whatever you may do in the 
way of exhibitiiig their consistency or harmony with 
one another, let it be in the way of keeping them 
distinct, of reading them one by one, and of retaining 
every one of even their widest distinctions, and also 
of even their least manifest as well as most manifest 
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diversitie.s. The wisdom of God meant that. Tlie 
inspiration of God meant that. There they arc with 
the Divine stamj) on them, and we must not efface 
one word, one letter, of tlie stamp. We most take 
them as they stand. They have their own lessons to 
teach ; let us learn them—•every one. Sometimes 
we may he at a loss about* 'them, ln]t even then our 
very difaculties may supply instruction to u.s, most 
invaluable instruction. It was said by a wise and 
good man of another,—by Richard Baxter of Judge 
Hale,—that more might be learned from liis (jnestions 
than from another man’s answers. The same thing 
may much more be said of the Holy Scriptures, of the 
Holy ( jfospels, which “ oftentimes say much,” as one 
remarks, “by saying nothing—like a dial'in which 
the shadow as well as the light informs us,”*> and 
from which, if you take away either the light or tlie 
shadow, it is of no use at all. At any rate, that saying, 
“ Blessed is he Avhosoever shall not be offended in 
Me,” is as applicable here as elsewhi're ; and besides, 
when we turn to the Lord for light, Avhen we apply 
to the Divine Spirit to guide us into all truth accord¬ 
ing to the promise of Ji'sus Christ, ^?e shall find that, 
sooner or later, veils, doubts, difficuffies, shall be taken 
away; and that then “ We all, with open face, be¬ 
holding as in a glass th^lory of the Lord, are changed 
into the same image from glory to glory, even as by 
the Spirit of the Lord.” 

• Boyle : quoted in Trench’s Ilulseau Lectures, p. 109. 
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Thorc aro many interpreters, ancient and modern, avIio hold 
that the fonr-f.iced living ereatures of E/ekiel and John Avero 
really intended hy the fSpirit of (Jod to sym1)oli/e the four 
ovangelihts, or, as Ave should ratlu'r say, those aspects of the 
])erson ami the office of (JhrishAvhich they severally exhibit in 
tln'ir respt'ctivT narratives. 

Wo are not pre[)ared to'adopt the vieAA^s of these interpre¬ 
ters. They appear to .savour mon* of tlie salloAv mysticism of 
the cloister tlian of tlie salutary meditation of the closet. Wo 
mn.st not sujipose that everything in the IJihle AA'hich is cap¬ 
able of an allegori<'al ada])tation and apjilicatioii to (Jirist 
Leans a typical character, or Avas intended hy the Spirit of 
(lod to exhibit Him in that peculiar manner to our believing 
view. Such a notion has often led men to despise and decry 
the o'ovious interpndation of Scri])tnre as superficial, marroAV- 
le.ss, carnal, ami to seek after a hidden my.stical meaning as 
alone Avorthy of being considered the teaching of the Spirit. 
Various evils liaAm flowed from thi.s :--inore ijarticularly, 
Scriptural study has been prosecuted by many under the 
guidance of fancy ratinn- than in the exercise of faith ; a false 
craving has been extensivtdy engendered for something more 
pi(piaut, and perhafo, also more recondite, than is supplied by 
the obvioms sense of Scripture ; and the Word of (lod, instead 
of being the plain book Avhich he that runneth may read, has 
been turned into an enigma, a ridAle, a book of coTiundrums, 
the sense of Avhich is best discovf .Vl by those who are moat 
skilful in the art of guessing ; and hence also the Church of 
liomo has bemi furnished Avith the .semblance, of an argument 
ill firvour of her prohibitio^i of the circulation and perusal of 
the Scriptures. Wo are satisfied that Luther had every 
reason to denounce on this account theSnystical intorpsttfixtions 
of th(‘ monks and schofdmcn, however spiritual and profound 
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tliij;, may appear to many, as “ trifliii}' and foolish fal)l(>s,” 
with which, as he says, “ they rent tlie Scriptnres into so 
many and diverse senses, that poor silly c(jnseiences could 
receive no certain doctrine of any thiiiff and that Calvin 
too was fully justified in sayin^f that the Irue meaning of 
Scripture is the natural and ohvjous meaning, hy which we 
ought resolutely to ahiile, and ^jhat “ the licentious system” of 
the mystics, as he strongly expresses it, is “ undouhtedly a 
contrivance of Satan to undemiino the authority of Scripture, 
and to take away from the reading of it the true advantage.” + 

Accordingly, we do not recognize in the four living creatures, 
as seen in vision hy Czc'kiel and John, the types of the four¬ 
fold rejjresonlation of Christ in the four (Jospels. It is 
enough to notice the analogy which has l)e(!n pointed out, 
and to emj)loy it as an ap])ropriah;ly felicitous illustra¬ 
tion of that representation. To this extent th.#< use which 
has hcen made of it for centuries in the (dmrch, and ..more 
particularly hy the old painters, may be still followed ; but, 
without better evidence than that of a dogmatic assertion, 
it is manifestly improper to regard it as other than a happy 
accommodation of human ingenuity to help the mmuory. 

We can only accept it as a comparison, which may be 
us('ful to illustrate the unity of the Cospels along with their 
characteristic diversities. As to the maUilpr of its a]){)lication, 
we may notice the dilferent order in which the faces are 
represented by Ezekiel and John. In the vision of Ezekiel 
the order is:—“As for tli^' likeness of their faces, they four 
had the lace of a man, am the face of a lion, on the right 


I 


side; and they four had tlic face of an ox on tlie left side; 
they four also had the face of an eagle.” ((Jiap. i. 10.) In 
the vision of John the order is;—“And the lirst beast,” or 
rather, as the word ought to he rcndcnHl, “ the lirst living 


* Luther on G.alatiai/s, iv 25. 
+ Calvin on Galatians, iv. 22. 
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crcatiiro was like a lion, and the second living creature like a 
calf, and the third living creature had a face as a man, and 
the fourth living ca'calure, was like a flying eagle.” (Chap, 
iv. 7.) To which of these representations does the order 
of the (lospels correspond 1 or does it correspond to any of 
tlK'iu'l W(‘ need not wom^cr that some, should adopt one 
view, and some, another, andj ;.ome another; for, as it is said 
of the living creatures, that they four had one likeness, and 
that two wings of e.very one, Ave^o joine.d one to another, so 
with all their diversity of representation the evangelists 
relate hut one history, the history of the same Christ, and 
thei'efore, tli(‘ view of each, Avhile quite distinct, is at the same 
tilin' found to run into, and more or less to take in also, the 
respective vii'ws of all the others. The Church of Rome, 
following fferome and others of the Fathers, ado[)ts, not very 
discriminatk.’ely, the order in E/ekiel. AVe take her interpre¬ 
tation from the Roman (’atholie commentary of the Rhemist 
fathers; and those avIio are acquainted with the pictures of the 
evangelists in her illuminated missals, and on her church 
walls and windows, as on the interior of the dome of St. 
Peter’s, Avill at once ])erceive how much she makes of it;— 
the pictures are also often copied in the engravings of family 
P)ihles, and on the enamelled dial-plates of (Icrman clocks :— 
“ 8t. AlatthcAv is lil^'m^d to a man, hecause. he heginneth with 
the pedigree of Christ; as Ke is a man ; St. Mark to a lion, 
hecause he heginneth with the preaching of St. John the 
Paptist, as it were the roaring of i^ion in the wilderness ; St. 
Luke to a calf, heiiause ho hi'ginnJ^i with a priest of the Old 
Testament, (to wit, Zacharias, the father of John the Baptist,) 
which priesthood was to saerifice calves to Cod; St. John to 
an eagle, hecause he heginneth with the .Divinity of Christ, 
flying as high, as more isZnot possible.” This is obviously 
chiMish and, could no clostu rc'se^iblance he discovered 
hetwe-eji tlie faces of the creatures and the characteristics of 
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the lh>sp(!ls, it would be just as well to pass by the thing as 
a eoni[)arison no less than as a typo. For this reason we 
make no reference to the diflerent Avays in which tlie oribir is 
piit by Treiiaeiis, Augiistino and others. If any thing is to ho 
made of it as an emblem, the order in the Apocalypse is that 
which is to he preferred as really ans\v(‘ring to the. order of 
the (lospels. Let the lion re m^nd US tliat ill Mattliew we 
have ‘Mlin Kiii^%” “the Lion of tlio trilm of Judah,*’ “the 
lioot and Oilspriiif^ of Lavid^’ Lot the oalf or ox rcniiud us 
that in Mark wo have the “Man that goidli forth unto llis 
work and to Ills labour/’ “the Workman that neodoth not 
to bo ashaniod/’ ()no wlio lias taken upon Him “tlio form of 
a servant/’ “ tl\e Servant of the Lord.” Let the man-face 
nunind us tliat in laike we have“tlic Man CiirisL Jesus/’ 
“the (Joel/’ tlie IJrothcr of humanity, the kiiismnn-lledeomer 
of our race, lii line, hit the. dying eagle remind ns tlict in John 
wo have “the Lord from heaven/’ “the Word who in the 
beginning Avus God and with God/’ “the only-begotttm Son 
which is in the bosom of the Father.” It may he ad<lcd, 
that if the cherubim or four living creatures are to bo regarded, 
according to the generally received intc^rjindation, as tyjic's of 
redeemed humanity in.the plenary i)t‘rh^ctiou of its glorified 
existence, we liave in tliis fourfold, and as it were cherubic, 
representation of the evangelists the all-j^lect One in whom, 
as at once its j>rotutype and its life-sohrce, that plenitude of 
])erfection is attained and realised. I'he retloemed are made 
like Him, and hence we fiAi the reflection of His likeness in 
theii's, .iis in the chcruhi 
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TlfK (livor.sity of tlio Gospels is an evidence of tlieir 
authenticity ; at least wo had not so readily received 
them, had they not evinced (piitc plainly that, like all 
other men, the evaimelists dilfercd in tlndr modes of 
thought'and statement, iws well as in their natural and 
spiritual end own icnts. 

It is, however, as bringing out so many various 
views of that wondrous life which recpiired them all in 
order to express, or, as perha]),s avc should I’ather say, 
to suggest the idea of its exluiustless fulness, that we 
have at present to do Avith their diversity. 

The Gos])el e:^cording to Matthew, as that which 
comes first in order, will here occupy our attention. 
A few notices of the evangelist will preface the 
consideration of it. ^J'hey wi!y/ in part, pre2>are us for 
some of the peculiarities of tlin^ Gospel. 

I. THE EVANGELIST. 

Of his personal history there is very little known. 
That he was originally a pubhean, that he was called 
by Christ to be one of His disciples, that he was 
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afterwards constituted one of the twelve apostl(!S, and 
finally one of the four evangelists, comprises the whole 
tliat we know of him, so far at least as his history 
may he gatliered from the Scriptures. 

But the way in which he adverts to the few hicts 
which ho has occasion to meiitihn regarding himself,— 
there are hut tvvo,—deserves'some notice. 

1. Take the account oi»his cajl to heeowe a dUclple 
of Ohrid. The account is given in chap. ix. 9, 10— 
“ And as Jesus passo<l foidh from thence, He saw a 
man, nanuHl Matthew, sitting at the receipt of custom : 
and He saith unto him, Follow Me, And he arose, 
and followed Him. And it canni to j)ass, as Jesus- sat 
at meat in the house, behold, many publicans and 
sinners came and sat down with Him and His d^ciples.” 
This account ought to be compared witli that in Hie 
Gospel according to Mark, and that also in the Gospel 
according to Luke. Mark’s is given in chap. ii. 14, 
15—“ And as He passed by. He saw Levi, the sou of 
Al[)ha'us, sitting at the receipt of custom, and said 
unto him, follow Me. And he arose and followed 
Him. And it came to pass, that, as^esus sat at meat 
in his house, many publicans ami sinners sat also 
together with Jesus and His disciples.” Luke's is 


given in chap. v. 27-2.*^-“ And afti'r these things He 
went forth, and saw a j^ilican, named Levi, sitting at 
the receipt of custom ; and He said unto him, Follow 
Me. And he left all, rose up, and followed Him. 
And Levi made Him a gr^at feast in his own 
house ; and there was a great company of pul^licans 
and of oth^'rs that sat dolvn with them.” In compar¬ 
ing these accounts, the following things may be noticed : 
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—It is from Mattlunv himself we learn that ho Avas 
originally a puhliean. The other two evangelists, in 
rehiting the fact, do not call him Matthew ; they give 
him what appears to have been his Jewish name, 
L(!vi; so that hut for his oavu account avo could not 
have identified him as hyving once followed an occu- 
pation Avhich was univer,‘>ally and most justly n'garded 
as dishonourable and even infamous in a Jew. Then 
Mark and Luke give us to understand that, after ho left 
the receipt of custom, ho took Christ to his house and 
hospitably entciiained Him. Mark also tells us that 
he was the son of Alphams, and lik(ily enough, tlune- 
fore, the brother or step-brotlu'r of James, and a near 
kinsman, perhaps a blood kinsman, of our Lord ; the 
Lord’s brother or cousin, as Ja.m(is is called. From 
Luke, too, we gather that he was quite in the Avay of 
becoming rich ; fur, Avhen relating how he responde<l 
to the call of Christ, he does not simply say, with the 
others, that he arose and followed Him, but with 
emphasis,—as if to intimate that it was no small . 
sacrifice that he made in doing so,—that “ he all, 
and rose up, amVvloH^wed Hiti;” and then again, as 
showing hoAV completely he had risen above the mean, 
miserly, penuriousness of a rapacious publican, that 
the entertainment which he fbmediately provided for 
Christ was “ a great feast if^ his own house.”- Not 
one of these things is mentioned by himself; not his 
relationship ; not his wealth ; not even that the feast 
Avas given by himself; that it was in his own house ; 
that it, was a great feast; or that it was a feast at all. 
Called to be a disciple, but oHginally a pul\bcan ; that 
is what he says of himself; he has no more to say ; 
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and the grace of our Lord, as exceeding abundant 
in calling one like him, is the only tiling we are thus 
allowed to think of in connexion with his call. 

2. The sanio self-abasing spirit comes out no less 
distinctly in the record of IlIh a'ppoiiiimeid to the 
apodlc.ship. We have thrcoiiCcounts of that appoint- 
fnent; one by himself, anfther by Mark, and the 
third by Luke, from all of which it would appear that 
the apostles were appointt;d in couples, and that 
MaXthew belonged to the fourth cou])le ; but, Avhile 
both Mark and Luke name him lirst, and witliout any 
reference to his original profession, “ Matthew and 
Thomas,” ho puts himself second, “ Thomas and 
Matthew,” and at the sanu; time adds, as if,*by putting 
the black mark upon his name, he would, in f/ic spirit 
of that apostle who says of himself, “ AVho was IxifBre 
a blasphemer, and a persecutor, and injurious,” bring 
out in contrast the richfs of the grace of Christ— 
“Matthew the publican. We can have no idea of 
the opprobrium attached to such a designation. Some¬ 
how it has come to b# enshrined in the Christian 
mind as the symbol of Ifumility and honesty, of peni¬ 
tence and prayer. The publicum of the Gospel; 
which of us thinks ill^" him, or speaks ill of him ? 
It is the Pharisee, the wligionist of his day, for whom 
wo reserve our contemj^ous thoughts and our epithets 
of abuse. The story of Zaccheus, the honest publican 
who restored fourfold to all whom ho had at any time 
defrauded by over-taxation, arid who received Christ 
into his house so joyfully; and the parable pf the 
Pharisee ^nd the pubfican, in which the contrast 
between the two is so put as to commend the imblican 
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to our most Cliristianly affectionate regard, present 
oiir ideal of a publican. Tt is rcimarkable that neither 
the story nor the parable is to be found in this, the 
Gospel by the ])ublican. They arc both to be found 
in the Gosped according to Luke. Had they been 
recorded by Matthew, ft ijnight have been said that he 
was d(isirous of exteiiuaiing the ignominy of his pro¬ 
fession, and therofoi-Cj he makes no mention of thorn. 
It is not from him that we derive onr favourable 


impression of publicans. It is in his Gosjiel tliat 
these impressions are completely rcmovcal ; for while 
in the other Gospels we read of publicans as asso¬ 


ciated with sinners—an association which does not 


much offend our propriety or our taste—here, in 
that rncbiovable sentence of oui’ Lord’s which Matihevv 

)t 

t 

as*' a publican could nevdr fojget, however others 
might, and which lu^, th(3rcfore, alone records, we 
read of them as associateds with harlots (chap. xxi. 
31, 32,)—“Verily, I say unto you, 1’hat the publicans 
and the harlots go into the kingdom of God before 
you. For John came unto yOu in the way of righte¬ 
ousness, and ye ^Kolioved himf not, but the publicans 
and the harlots believed him.',’ Observe the associa¬ 
tion—the harlots, the inoslgi/depraved of women ; 
beyond all question, the piiV'-Jcans, as alongside of 
them, were in general the iK:ost depraved of men. 
It would be wrong to say, or to suggest, that Matthew 
was a person of profligate character when called by 
Christ. Had he heen^tltat, it is not likely that ho 
would ,have been placed, at least so early as he was, 
among the Twelve. But the'‘post he occupied under 
the alien heathen government of Romo as a* collector 
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6f its odious tolls and customs was quite as bad in the 
estimation of at least the Pharisees as profligacy itself, 
lie may liave sought, like Zaccheus and others, to be 
an honc.st publican ; to be even a religious publican. 
No matter. By tlie Pliarisees, and probably by many 
more, if not by all, of the oEi,hodox among the Jews, 
he was, as it were, oxcomniMiiicated, or at least shut 
out from every thing lil*e friendly fellowship ; and 
every one who has observed the moral influence of 
suoh exclusion, so depraving in its opci'ation and 
effects, will readily recognise the obligation of this 
publican to that grace which called him away from so 
much that was perilous to his eternal interests to 
follow Christ. 

)So 'tancli for the evaunellat He was ori'^inally a 
publican. Only from hilnself do we hiani that he 
was so. It is, by the way, a .singularly impressive 
testimony to the gcnuii*ness of his Oospcl; to the 
fact that he was mosticertainly the author of it. 
None but himself woujl; have been silent upon what 
has done so much to rcf*ct credit upon the publicans ; 
and none but himself Ivould have been so careful to 
let it be known, wheil he was Jccording his name 
among the apostles ^ Jesus Christ, that he was 
originally a publican. W 

The ex-scriptural ibices of his later life and 
labours arc of no historical value. They simply 
amount to this, that after a fifteen years’ residence 
in Jerusalem, or somewhere in Palestine, where he 
wrote this gospel, he went abroad and preaclj^d the 
Word in different counxries, and at length, according 
to a somewhat doubtful legend, died a martyr’s death 
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We need not attempt to make any thing of these 
traditions. Enough for us that his Gospel stand.s first 
in the Now Tc.stainont canon. If it was not the first 
whicfj was committed to writing, it was, in all proba¬ 
bility, the first which was antlioritatively published 
to the world. At all* events, it is the first which 
claims our attention and \iegard. 

II. THE GOSPEL. 

It is inscribed “ The Gospel ar,cording to Matthew 
that is, the Gospel in tliat aspect or view of Christ 
which Matthew undertook to exhibit to his readers. 
It is not believed that th« inscription was prefixed 
to the Gospel by Matthew nimsolf, but it has been so 
prcfHxed from the earliest and it has also been 

always regarded as correctli ascribing the Gospel to 
Matthew as its author. ? 

1. Almost the first peculiarity which strikes a 
reader in the perusal of it' is Us systematic form. 
Every part of it is distinltuislied by its orderly 
arrangement. The clironologtal order is set aside to 
a considerable extent, and a opical order is adopted 
which is (piite as valuable inE^jS own way and for its 
own purpose. Discourses,^parables, prophecies, 
miracles, arc grouped togef|^r by themselves in 
separate chapters. Wo have whole chapters devoted 
to each of them in STiccession,—chapters with nothing 
in them but sermons,—chapters with nothing in them 
but miracles,—chapters with nothing in them but 
parables, and so on,—all clal^iflcd accordir^ to their 
subject, and all bearing on the illustration of some 
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particular feature of the official character of our Lord, 
or the (lemoiistratioii of some particular claim, or other 
circumstance connected with it. Tn connection with 
this 2 )eculiarity of arrangement, it lias also been 
observed that this Gospel is not so minutely graphic 
in its details as the other C^rijxds ; but the perfection 
of finish and the sublimity of effect produced by its 
admirable combinations ^arc quite sufficient to com¬ 
pensate for the comparative generality of its descrip¬ 
tions; and besides, those combinations are often accom¬ 
panied with such sharp and striking contrasts that 
both our instiuction and our interest are most 
felicitously secured. We may ad;l, that this methodi¬ 
cal arrangement bears iipon it the UMinistakeablo 
imjiress of its authorship. As a publican,Matthew 
must have been traineia to the practice of methodis¬ 
ing his business-transaclions according to some sort 
of rule or order. If h«did not keep accounts in the 
way that tax-c!()llectors »ow do, it may be at least pre¬ 
sumed that he had lear,Jed the art of writing ; and that 
in his office, or at thcfteceipt of custom, he was more 
or less habituated to thJ practice of systematic business 
arrangement, if not alil) of orderly official book-keep¬ 
ing.* Perhaps it w^on this account that, of all the 
apostles, he was honi^^al, as being the best qualified 
in point of acquirerrAt, to be the author of the first 
Gospel in the canon ;—first, it is believed, in point 
of publication, as it is in point of order. At any rate, 

* That he occasionally pluralise.n' what is mentioned by other 
evangelists in the singular ^as also been referred, not unwarrant¬ 
ably, to hi* habits of professional exactness. Vide Smith of Jordan- ' 
hill’s Dissertation on the Gospels, pp. 288, 298. 
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tlie orderly liabits of his profession and the orderly 
'character of his Gospel arc strikingly harmonious; 
so that here again we have another singularly impres¬ 
sive testimony to the gcnuiucncss of the Gospel. 

2. But the main peculiarity of the Gospel is to be 
observed in its distinct representation of Jesus as the 
Christ,—the Messiah promised to the fathers, a7id so 
often spol'en of as such, in ^le pnyphecies of the Old 
Testa7)ietit Scriptures. This was the representation 
which was specially required to secure and to confirtn 
the faith of pious Israelites who sought in Christ for 
“ the 8un of David, the Son of Abraham and, 
accordingly, there is reason to believe that Matthew 
primarily intended his GosjCpl for Jews, or at least 
for Christian Jews. On thislrccount it maybe called, 
not •impro])erly, the Ilebrewl Gospel. Some, indeed, 
believe, on the testimony oflccrtain of the Bathers, 
that it was originally written the Hebrew language, 
or rather the Aramaic, as coi 5 ,;nonly s])okcn in Judea 
at the time ; and, although r ps is controverted by 
others with much elfcctivene!^, it docs not appear 
an unlikely thin<^; nor doeslit conflict with the 
inspiration of tlui Giavik origina^if that also was, as has 
been conclusively proved, the 
.It is quite plain that, as a ni 
official, Matthew must have 
both his own language and that of the government 
wnth facility; and considering how both languages 
were then spoken and written in Judea—as, at the 
present day, both Dutch and English are very com- 
.monly used in speech and wfiting at the^Cape of 
.'Good Hope, and Gaelic and English in the Highlands 


^iduction of Matthew. 

r/ 

c Jew and a Roman 
An (pialificd to write 
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of Scotland—the patristic evidence for a Hebrew as 
well as a Greek Gospel by Matthew may be accepted' 
without any great demur. We know that, in order 
to its being generally useful, a Hebrew as well as a 
Greek History of the, Jewish War was written by 
Josephus, and the same tkitig may have been done 
by his contemporary, thejevangelist. At all events, 
this Gospel is unfjues^iwably the Gospel for the 
Hebrews, the Gospel paiftcularly designed for them. 
We do not find in it ■uch explanations of Jewish 
localities and Jewish umges as are common in the 
Gospel according to Liifc and the Gospel according 
to John, which were achl'essed in the finst instance to 
Gentile readers. Therclis, on the contrary, a variety 
of allusion in it, whiclij seems to presuppe^sc, on the 
part of its readers, an al(piaintance with Jewish man¬ 
ners and pecnliarities, luch as could hardly belong to 
others than Jews. Tljere is also a much greater lre-(l 
queiicy of reference in * than in the other Gospels to 
the fulfilment of ()ldr»restament prophecy, together 
with other indication^ of a design to establish, on 
grounds specially ada'lted to command the conviction 
of Jews, the claim of fesus as tlio Christ to the king¬ 
dom of His father^wavid. Perhaps it is on this 
account that dates minute details arc not given, 
in it as in the otl||r Gospels. The object of the 
evangelist is evidently to furnish, not a chronological 
history of the life of Christ, but rather a doctrinally 
historical survey of it, so to speak. Hence we have 
in it, as already noticed, a grouping together of the 
words ayd the deeds Jesus,—of His sermons and 

parables, of His miracles and movements,—without'. 
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Tniicli to lociilities and dates, but as plainly 

proving in tlio ])li;nitudo of tbeir combination, that 
tlio ancient propbecios wore fulfilled in Him, that He 
was the very Messiah foretold in them, and that it is 
therefore vain, and worse than vain, to look for any 
other. Then, in addition|J:o this bringing and blend- 


V 

ing together of the proplif'cy and the history, so that 
they appear as if no morc!^ tAvain but one in Christ, 
there is also a continnouf-^‘y sustained rehuence in 
almost every chapter to the ? ingship and the kingdom 
of the Lord Jesus, as tlui in which He was pre¬ 
eminently jJroved to be thb'^^true Messiah. It must 
be obvious that this Avas i^hsolutcly necessary in a 
Gospel designed for Jews. RThey could receive no 
Saviour, Arelcome no Me-ssiar, but such as answered 
to the charact(;r of “the Sell of David, the S(m of 
Abraham,” of One who Avasmt the same time “both 
Lord and Christ.” n 

3. Accordingly, this Go.sp 
mand the faith of the JewsVn Jesus as the true 
Messiah, is distinctly ihe Go.s!»«Z of His Messianic 
royalty. As such, the incmoijHl or symbol of it is 
the lion-fixee of tl'fc cherubic hymbol; at least, as 
the emblem of Judah’s royalt^Miis hieroglyh most 
appropriately distinguishes or •‘^scribes the peculiar 
aspect of the character and oflw^ of Christ which we 
liavc here portrayed. 

This may be demonstrated very easily: the most 
cursory examination of the Gospel may indeed suffice 
to verify it. 

(1.) Let us take a general '■survey of ihe Gospel. 
To begin with the first chapter;—the first verse, even 


as designed to com- 
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although it should be hold to be but the designation 
of the genealogical table of which it is the heading, 
may be said to form the motto of the whole Gospel, 
to announce by anticipation the subject of it, the 
burden of it, “The book of the generation of Jesus 
Christ, ihe Soil of David, tUt? Son of Abraham that 
is to say, of Jesus Christ, \wo is at onc(i tlio lioot and 
the Offspring of David, thilHeir and the Posst'ssor of 
the Davidical kingdom in |s very utmost extimt, as em¬ 
bracing, according to the iJriginal promise to the father 
and founder of the Jewi-fi race, “all the nations of 
the earth.” Turning to Ihe second chapter, we there' 
read, “Now when Jesus I was born in Detlilehom of 
Judea, behold, there cani' wise men froifi the east to 
Jerusalem, saying, Whci® is He tliat is boi^i Kimj of 
the JewfiV' Then Iook«ig into the third cliapte?, we 
hear “ John the Baptisij preaching in the wilderness 
of Judea, and saying, fiepent ye, for the kingdom of 
heaven is at hand.” 'Men in the fourth chapter, after 
the account of the t<tmptation in which thci offer of 
“ all the kingdoms of iJlie world ” is mentioned L^st, as, 
according to the idea m this Gospel, the climax of the 
temptation, we read |f Jesus Himself beginning to 
preach ; and the su4|||Kt of TIis 2 )roaching is precisely 
the same as John’s, ®’rom that time Jesus began to 
preach, and to say, F^ent, for the kingdom of heaven 
is at hand.” Observe, the devil would have had Him 
to prefer “ all the kingdoms of this world,” but His 
“ kingdom is not of this world,”—“ The kingdom of 
heaven is at hand.”—“And Jesus went alx)ut all Gali- 
lee, teaching in theiP synagogues, and preaching the- 
Gospel of the kingdom” Then in the fifth, sixth, and ■ 
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seventh chapters, wo have the sermon of this Gospel 
of the kingdom. Tlie sermon begins with the beati¬ 
tudes of the kingdom, “ Blessed are tlie poor in sj)irit, 
for theirs is the kimjdoin of heaven “Blessed are 
they wliich are persecuted for rigliteousncss’ sake, for 
theirs is (he khujdom Gfiheaven” Proceeding with 
the laws of the kingdonf^ it delivers them in that 
autocratic styh; which belol'^s to (Jhrist as King, “ Ye 


have heard that it was sai(i)by them of old time,”— 
“But I say unto you.” Tqbirds the conclusion the*’G 
occurs this desciiption of th* subjects of the kingdom, 
“ Not every one that saith u.^ito Me, Lord, Lord, shall 
enter into Htc kiiif/dorn of Ji^hven, but he that doeth 
the will of My Father whidi is in heaven,” The 
whole is r*ound up by the o/angelist in the limd re¬ 
mark which will be seen, a^ thus considered, to be 
most emphatic, “ For He tauMit them as One having 
aufhoriiI/”---iho iiuthovhy on One who was King as 
w'cll as Prophet,—“and not a| the scribes.” Then in 
the eighth and ninth chapters F’^s miracles are recorded 
in a manner which illustriou.sly^ sets foith His royal 
majesty, and at the end wo re.^'l, “Jesus wont about 
all the cities and villages, teachij^g in their synagogues, 
and preaching the Go-vpel of the^^^'igdom, and healing 
every sickne.ss and every diseji^^bimong the people.” 
Then in the tenth chapter we ve the ordination of 
the twelve apostles with their commission, “ Go to 
the lost sheep of the house of Israel, and as ye go, 
preach, saying, the kingdom of heaven is at hand.” 
Then again, in the eleventh chapter we read that 
“ since tlie days of John the Baptist the kingdom of 
heaven suffercth violence, and the violent take it by 
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force and in the twelfth chapter that He vindicated 
His authority as Lord of the Sabbath, when on that 
day. His disciples, being an hungered, plucked and 
ate the oars of corn in the fields, by appealing to “what 
David did,” and tliat upon His healing “ one possessed 
with a devil, blind and dunr-b]” “ all the people were 
amazed, and said. Is not th,^ the Son of David ^ ” 

(2.) But not to refer,, fi/us particularly to the re¬ 
maining chapters, althoug^rf similar illustrations might 
b§ cited from all, or alnijlt all of them, ive may yer- 
haps atiU better see the -tisthniive characterixtic of 
this Gospel by comparliJj it with the other Gospels. 
We always see objects be ;t by contrast—at least .their 
peculiarities. Take tin ; genealogy of our Lord as 
given by both Matthew aid Luke. In Luki.' it runs 
up to Adam, for therei^He is the Sou of man/^ in 
Matthew, where He b seen not so much in His 
mere humanity as in edis covenant royalty, it goes 
no higher than Abrahfm. Then from David, who 
is twice over in it esued **the Jehuj,” down to the 
captivity, it runs in tiie line of the royal seed who 
occupiial the throne iof David ; while in Luke, who 
gives the lineal, not the legal genealogy, the royal 
dignity of David is.so much as mentioned; t-ind 
the line also diverg(«from the royal branch of liis 
family and houschokij and only touches it again at 
the period of the Babylonish captivity, wlien the 
Davidical kingdom came to an end. Turn, in the 
next instance, to the notices in the same evangelists 
of the infancy of Christ. In Luke He is the “ Child 
born; ” in Matthew He is the “ King bom.” In 
Luke His birth is the visit of “ the day spring, to give 
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light to them that sit in darknes.s and in the sliadow 
of death,” the daAvn of “ a Light to lighten the Gen¬ 
tiles ; ” Avheicas in Matthew it is the advent of “a 
Govcv'iior to rule My 'people Israel,” “ the King of 
the Jcies” Then pass to the preaching of John the 
Baptist;—-it is in MattheU, “ Kepent, for the ki)igdom 
of heaven is at hand iiAMark and Luke it is ‘Hhc 
baptism of iej)entanec, for\ V; remission of sins,”—no 
ineiitiun is made of the k ingdom ; Avhile in John, 
whose notice is also charaetl 4stic of his Gospel as the 
Gospel of the Divinity of G.h'ist, it is, “This is He of 

® 'V 

whom I spake ; lie that co leth after me is prcfmred 
before me ; for He was before ^ne.” Them just to notice 
the sermon on the mount, ihe substance of which, as 
given by Matthew, is rcpeat(Il by Luke :—the expres¬ 
sion in the beatitudes, “ ForUheirs is the Iclmjdom of 
heaven,” occurs only in Matflicw ; and tlie doxology 
to the Lord’s prayer,* “ h’or tpine is the kingdom, and 
the power, and the glory, ever. Amen,” is also 
peculiar to this Gospel, beinA*^omittcd by Luke alto¬ 
gether. Then pass over to i he scenes of (Jalvary. 
The only one of t)|ie seven say^lgs of the cross which 
is recorded by Matthew is thail: from the 22d Psalm, 
“Eli! Eli! lama sabachthani is to say, My God, 

My God, why hast Thou forsa. ‘?i me?” but Aye have 
only to turn to the p.salm itsc^''Avhich is not unrea¬ 
sonably supposed to have been repeated by Christ from 
beginning to end, in order to see how appropriately 


* This doxology docs not occur in the mauuscrii)t8, but, as still 
holding its jilace in our Englisli version, ichich foi-ms the text of pulpit 
• exposition, it is here tpioted as appropriately illustrative of the point 
in hand. The question of its genuineness is another matter. 
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He fell back upon it, or at least took the saying from 
it as related in this Gospel. It is distinctively the 
psalm of the kingdom, of the kingdom founded u])on 
His sutferings, upon the atonenient-sacrifiee of the 
Lord jVlessiah. Sorrowful as is its beginning, how 


triumjjhantly does it end, 
the cross in Matthew. ‘ 


|,vrctly like tlie history of 
the ends of the world 

4 

shall remember and turn u.foo the Lord ; and all the 
kindreds of the nations frail worship before Thee. 
Fo]- the kingdom is the Lead’s, and He is the Gover¬ 
nor among the ■natioim,'’—^^) the psalm. “A U poiver 
'in given 'tuilo Me in he.'jven and in earth. Go ye 

ations, baptizing them in 
id of the Son, ^ind of the 
lem to observe a^l things 


therefore, and teach (dl 
tlu' name of the Father, 

Holy Ghost; teaching 
whatsoever I have commanded you,”—so the Gospel. 


Tlum to pass over other 
the entry of Jesus int( 


cts and incidents—such as 

ft 

Jerusalem, along with His 
trial, condemnation, an(i| crucilixion—which arc re- 
latifd by the cvangelist^^j-Mii common, but by each of 
them with his own clniacteristic distinctiveness ; let 
a glance be taken of sojie of the j)arables as found in 

’ak(i, for ^.xffinple, the parable 
In Matthew (xxii. 2) it is. 


the (liffenmt Gospels, 
of the marriage sup 


“The kingdom of is like unto a certain king 

which made a marria* for his son.” In Luke (xiv. 
I 0) it is sim})ly—withmit any reference to royalty— 
“A certain, man made a great supper, and bade 
many.” All the parables in Matthew, with three 
exceptions, are, in fact, parables of the kingdom of 
heaven, while in noinj ^»f the other Gospels is there 
even one parable in which the kingdom of heaven is 

c 
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SO much as mentioned. Tlicre are parables of the 
kingdom related in the otlicr Gospels ; but while in 
Matthew it is “the kingdom of heaven” that is spoken 
of,—the kingdom of which CJlirist oecnjhes the throne, 
as Himself the monarch of it,—in them it is “the 
kingdom of God,” a •(,'.'.signation under which He 
seems to subordinate HiiVlself, as it were, to the posi¬ 
tion of a sul)jeet of the h'ngdom. '^I'lms in the para¬ 
bles of tlie mustard seediatid the leaven, Matthew 
writes (.\iii. 31), '‘The. h 'nMdo'iii of hearen is like to 
a grain of mustard seed ;Vi. (\iii. 33), “ The kiofjdom 
of Iwareii is like unto leavttn but Mark (iv. 30-31), 
“ Whercunto shall we likc'O'the kingdom o/‘ God^ ? or 
with what‘Comparison shacl wc compare it? Tt is 
like a j>’'ain of mustard so-d ; ” and lad-co (xiii. 18), 
“ Vnto Avhat is the kingdonJ'o/ Gud like ? and wherc¬ 
unto shall T rescmible it ? ct is like a giain of mus¬ 
tard seed;” (xiii. 20), “ WlPnamto shall I liken the 
kingdom of God ? It is liki leavtm.” Even in those 
parables of Mattlu'W which hnre not parables of the 
kingdom of lieavcm, beeausetethey immediately refer 
to periods and evemts anteced|[8it to the actual (‘stab- 
lishnumt of that\ingdom, wlb.m Jesus was personally 
exalted as both Lord and (dir^tu to the right hand of 
God the Fatlu'r, there are cl'h Rct(‘ristic allusions and 
expressions not to be found in Wic other Gospels. For 
exam])le, in the parable of the sower, which refers to 
the work of (dirist as a Ih’ophet on earth before He 
was a King in heaven, and in which therefore the 
kingdom of heaven is not the subject of illustration, 
the seed is int(;rpreted as ‘VThc word of the king¬ 
dom f’ whereas in Mark it is simply caflcd “The 
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word and in Luke, “ The word of God.” Again, in 
the parable of tlie vineyard, which also in its subject 
precedes the establishment off the kingdom of heaven, 
Matthew Ix'gins, “I’hero was i certain hounekohhr,”— 
“ house-lord -it is a tit](| of authority,—“ which 
planted a vineyard;” while lioth Mark and Luke drop 
the idea of dignity, and sayjf'A certain 'iiui'ii." 'J’hen 
.again in the jnirable of tbd'Jtwi^ sons, which mak(‘s no 
reference in any form to tl r, kingdom, it is added by 
way of explanation, “ Jes^i .saitli unto them, Vciily 
I say unto you, that th®' publicans and harlots go 
into Uie k'uKjiloin of (/(x/fjcfore you.” The kingdom 
here occurs in the explalation; but it is not ‘‘ the 
kingdom of In-aven itlis “the kingdom of God,” 
bec.ause the par.ablc refejii to the times of .’John tl|e 
Baptist, which preceded |“ the kingdom of heavAi.” 
‘‘ For .Tohn came unto wu in the way of righteous¬ 
ness, and ye believed hii/;f not; but the pTddic.ans and 
hatj^ts believed him.” /[Let us here remark, in pass¬ 
ing, that the ]ihrase, r/du; kingdom of God,” as it 
occurs in Matthew, wila be ahvays found on examina¬ 
tion to refer to the kifgdom before it became “ the 
kingdom of heaven” b^the njectfon of its King from 
earth and His recept^^^^nto heaven. To instance two 
passages (xii. 28), “ if 1 cast out devils by the 
{Spirit.of God, then of God is come unto 

you.” “The kingdom of God,”-— Ihtd had come, be¬ 
cause the King—- the Divine King Himself-—was there 

O O 

among them; but not “the kingdom of heaven;” i/utt 
was at hand only : it did not come unto thejn till 
Christ “ sat down on tlie right hand of the Majesty 
on high.” (xxi. 43,) “Therefore say I unto you, 
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The. kingdom of God slinll he taken from you^ and 
given to a nation bringing ft»rth tlio fruits thereof.” 
“Tlu' kingdom of GoJ;^' the Jews had that, God was 
their King; His the ‘>ttra( :y was their boast, tlieir 
(lory ; but tliey never lihd “ the kingdom of heaven.” 




Tlioy might have had itrand they would liave liad it, 
had tliey not rejected ?\e counsel of God against 
themselves, so tliat othei|Gvere -priderred ; it was set 
up among tlic Gentiles. V 

(3.) But tlie subject is po vast to admit of fuither 
illustration : there are so nf ny suchlike characteiistic 
and ecpially signiiicant moit expression in Matthew 
which distinguish his viev from that of the other 
Gospi'ls. shall only ref a’ to a very few additional 

passages' and phrases by ‘hay of shoAving that the 
evangel/infH vievj of the of David, “ ihx King of 
the Jev's," is not that of th^ carnal or secular tradi¬ 
tionalism of his day, hut tl^it of the Old, Tcxtainent 
prophecies which the Scrifhs and Pharisees ^th 
all their pretence of scrip^'^'ral erudition dul not 

nndcrstand — tl iat of the whose kingdom is 

' ® . 

founded on atonemenUsacrifiJ^', on atonement righte- 
ousiK'ss—whose tciiigdom is ‘kinstantly ()])])osed and 
rejected by the rulers of the ‘'kl— Avhose kingdom, 
in short, is not of this avoi* ^‘‘’—v/hile at the same 
time, and in the highest scJ‘ho, it embraces it—it 
embraces all heaven and earth together. 

There is, first, the significant expression itself — 
The kingdom of heaven.” This expression occurs 
in MattheAv only, being us(‘d as many as thirty times, 
and nevf'r so much as oven once in the other Gospels. 
Is not this signiiicant ? We may surely learn some- 
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tiling frum it, as thus the uniform designatiou of the 
kingdom in the Gospel of the Messianic royalty. 
“ The kiimdom of hoaven ! Can the rniscrahlo 


kingdom of Pa,pa I Rome— 
whatiiver it may he, and 


,n any secular kingdom, 
herever it ma.y be. 


ever be held to stand for mat ? Had it been “ the 
kiiiLfdom of God,” it mi<;w have bemi said that a 
State-organization, such fts'/thc*Papacy with its tem¬ 
poral power, was riajuirc ^ as the New d\'stament 
eotinterpart of the old l.s^,el-theocracy ; but when in 
the Gospel of the kingdoi®’ it alwa.ys appears as “ tlic 
kinmlom of heaven,” tliofaruumeiit is uone. It is a 

O ’Bo O 

kingdom wliich is ipiitc' (Atinct from the kingdoms of 
the world, wliieh is a.bovtJthem altogether* 

'Fheu tluTc' is also the, eUtiAilln .sirjii Ijiatnf (\rprc,sNi(> 4 i, 
“ The Chiin'h.” '^Phis expic-ssiou also occurs in !MattTiew 
only. The other eva,ngiji.sts lU'ver name it. Here it 
is named over and o^v r -''gain, and always in connexion 
wi^h the kingdom of InGven, and as, in fact, identical 
with it. Tlie Divine^ju’cscience comes out in this 
(piite uninistakeably. Mt obviates by anticipation the 
arguimmt with whichIwe ai’e soi^^itimes met, that, 
because the kingdonjof Christ is the kingdom of 
heaven. He is not yr ..SkKing, or He Inis not, at least 
as yet, a kingdom ; that therefore the corporate 
organisation of ChrisMins into a visible Church, or 
spiritual kingdom, in immediate subjection to Himself, 


is not a matter of Christian duty. But no. It is 
here, in the Gospel of the kingdom, that we find 
the Church invested by Christ with the functions of 
discipline* an<l self-government,^The kingdom of . 
heaven,”—and, as such, established and sustained 
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even on earth l)y the spiritnal sanctions of a Divine 
authority. “ And 1 say also unto thee, That thou art 
P(‘ter, and upon this iDek will [ build Mij Clmrch, 
and the gates of hell Khali not pnivail against it. 
And I will give unto tluv tiui keys of the kingdom of 
heaven; and whatsoevekithou shall bind on earth 
shall be bound in heavcui ’dand whatsoever thou shalt 
loose on earth shall beJoo!4 1,i.n heaven.’' “Moreover, 
if thy brother shall trespal ; against thee, go and tell 
him his fault between theel'nd him alone. If he shcdl 

m 

lu^ar the(', thou hast gained I'ly brother. But if he will 
not hear thee, then take wi^i thee oiu? or tAvo more, 
that in the mouth of two; or three witiu'ssc's every 
word may b'b established, ’\nd if ho shall neglect to 
hear thedi, ttdl it unto the CXvrclt. But if he neglect 
to hear the CJuirch^V't him no unto thee as an heathen 
man and a publican. Verill 1 say unto you. What¬ 
soever ye shall bind on ('arth .4.ndl be bound in heaven, 
and whatsoever yo shall loost| ;)n earth shall be loosed 
in heaven.” 

Then, in the next place, alo-igsido of the spiritual 

It .1 1 • 1 


independence of , the Church—“the kingdom of 
heaven”—and <pnte' in harnuihy with it, there is tha 
due recogiLifioti of civil as 'panmiount 

unildv, its oivu sphere of aciloh Ind not to bo resisted 
in the legitimate exercise of it? functions under any 
pretence of allegiance to the kingship and kingdom of 
Jesus Christ. It is in this Gospel only, for oxainplo, 
that the duty of paying tribute to the civil power is 
expressly taught by both the precept and the example 
of our Lord. When the H&rodians and (Pharisees 
tempted Him to teach sedition by the crafty question, 
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“ Ts it lawful to give tributJ unto Caisar or not ?” 
Mark and laiko represent Hill as saying, “ Bring Me 
a penny,” ‘SSliow Mo a pt»ny;” ami it has been 
alleged that Ilis admirable l Aly, wlien it was brought 
to Him, “Render therefonJ unto Casar the things 
wliich be Cajsai’’s, and untoJ^od the things whi(?li bo 
God’s,” was only an ingeniffis evasion of tlu; question 
put to Him ; but as Ma+t4»'V ppts it, Ho said, “ JSliow 
Me the trlhiUa nn/ne//,” so Jhat it was with the penny 
in* His hand as tribute lionoy that Jlis reply was 
given ; and aeeordingly was no evasion, but an 
explicit ineidcation of th« duty of payment. If any 
doubt of this sliould stwl remain, it is (U)mpletely 
removed by the la,et tlmt our Lonl actually paid 
tribute, and also on on® occasion wroughf'a miraijlc 
to provide the means uf|doing.so. The fact is Rnly 
recorded in this Gospel—•In the Gospel by the publican; 
and it is so like the pub;*can toreconl it (xvii. 24-27): 

“ And when they wore /ome to Capernaum, they that 
received tribute moneysI'jame to Peter and said, Doth 
not your Master ? He saith, Yes. And 

wlien he was come iiJo the hous^ Jesus prevented 
him, saying, What^l^kest thou,* Simon 1 Of whom 

^arth take custom or tribute ? 
'or of strangers 'i Peter saith 

O 

Jesus saith unto him, d’hen 
Notwithstanding, lost wo should 
offend them,”—notice the reasoning here ; it matters 
not what the tribute in question may be said to be ; 
be it that it was an assessment for religious,objects 
rather than a tax for* civil purposes ; those who, as ■ 
under the theocracy of Christ, refuse the payment of 


do the kings of w 
Of their own childrelS 
untodiim. Of strangd 

' O 

are the children free. 
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civil and rolif^ious ducstfmay perhaps learn a lesson,* 
—“ Notwitlistandin", wc should ojfh)d ihcm, go 

thou to the sea, and c.Vst an hook, and take np the 
fish that first coineth npp and when thou hast ojKoied 
his mouth, tlnai shalt frad a piece of inoiu'y : that 
take* and give unto theny for Me and thee.” Again, 
it is in this Gospid only ta it the autliority of Ihlate is 
oxpn^ssly recognised, r Tny Iho other ({osjKds ho is 
simply named l^ilatc*; hcl'" he “ the (joi'cmor” i)r 
“ Pilate the fjoreriior” |hen again, it is in this 
Gospel that we find the i'brds of (lirist, when He 
rehuked the unlawful resist|iic(‘ of Pot<'r on the occa¬ 
sion of ITis apprehension, n‘Put up thy sword into 
his place words which aiV indi'cd, to he also lound 
in the Gr)spcl according to f John, but md as accom- 
pariied by the following, w4,iich are to be, found in 
this Gospel only, “ the GosptM of tlie kingdom,” “ For 
all they that take the swotfl shall perish with the 
sword.” L 

Put wo cannot condescend on all the referonee.s 
which wc had marked. W(‘ lass from references to 
the I'inifdom as /(j^inded on awnc7iient~ri(/hf<un^sn(\ss, 
the key-note of which maybe lijuijd in that significaiit 
utterance which is peculiar tO|^^/> Gospel, “ Suffer it 
to be so now, for thus it bi^hicth us to fulfil all 
righteousness; ” from reference also to the kingdom 
as consfantlg opposed aud- rejected hy the rulers of 
this world, the first of which meets us in the persecu- 


* Ther/^ is a difference between levying an assessment and paying 
. it. The assessment may be one that^-ought not to be^imposed or 
'demanded. Still it may be dutiful to pay it, “Lest we should 
oireiid them.” 
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tioii of Ilcrod when “ the Ki'n9 of the Jews ” av;is hut 
an infant, and the last in the crucifixion, when Pilati; 
ordered tliat inscription to fe put upon tin; cross, 
“ I'his is Jc'sus, the King 
only notice further one or tlu) explicit nd'erences to 
tli.e catholic extension of themcingdom beyond the c<ui- 
seeiated boundaries of the llSnd of Israel to tlu) utmost 
boundaries of the warld. In the opening 

genealogy we find the nrn^^es of four ({entih; wonuni, 
Tlrtiniar of Tininath ; Ui^i^liab of Jericho; llutli of 
Moab ; and llalhslieba of^lath; all of them aliens by 
birth to tile Abrahaniic mmily; and we thus sec, at 
the very outset, how MitStlu'w, Jew and puldiean as 
originally he was, distinct^ understood tJia’t, according 
to the Ahvahamic covenant, more tlian the Abralian^io 
fiimily, even “ all the families of tbe earth,” art' tC be 
“blessed” in (Jluist. d’lien on the birth of the King 
of the Jews, it is not th> Jews, but “ wise men fconn 
the cast,” the first-fruitsj of the Gentih's, who come to 
worship TTiru; and ag^tn wo see how Matthew had 


altogether risen 
traditionalism of his 
should have heen 


above 
is n*ti 


the exclusive bigotry and 
ion and hig; day, and how he 
i^^ffeful to record those and otluT 
sayings of his Lord ^ i Master, which are only to be 
found ill his Gospel,And I say unto you that many 
shall Como from, the Mist and west, and shall sit down 
with Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, in the kingdom 
of heaven. But the children of the kingdom shall be 
cast out into outer darkness ; there shall be weeping 
and gnashing of teeth.” “ All power is givon unto 
Me in h»aven and in earth. Go ye therefore and 
teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
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Father, and of the Son £ and of the Holy Ghost, teach¬ 
ing tlicm to observe 111 things whatsoever I have 
coinnianded yon; and 1 ), 1 am with you alway, even 
unto the end of the worll.” 


Now TO CONOLUDE." \ Let US not fail to make a 
practical use of the vimu\f Christ ivhich is thus ex¬ 
hibited in this Gos'jiel. not enough, in our 

examination of the several Gospels, that we can place 
ourselves in the proper stanring point of contemplation, 
so as to view each separa^ likeness as it has been 
drawn, and in the very liglt and shade in which it 
was inte'nded to be seen. Ifjct us remember that the 
Gospel has been eommittedlto writing for the accom- 
phshment of otlun* and much higlu'r purposes, and 
let \is read and study it for tluise purposes. In the 
Gospel according to John welbehold (dirist as the Hon 
of God, and wo are expressly old that that Gospel was 
written that wo should belkT'ii in Him as such, and 
receive power to become oumdves the sons of God. 
1)1 the Go.spel acco'ding to Dlikc we behold Him as 
the Hon of man, tyid we come* to know that as such 
He was the Pattern-mar), and tljat, as He was, so 
should was be in the world. H7lnc Gospel according 
to Mark we behold Him in^ ^'C form of a servant, 
the Servant of God ; an<l we l.arn of Him, as-such, 
the lesson of patient cnduran.ee, and unmurmuring 
obedience, arrd unwearded exertion, in the duties of 
our station and our vocation, whatever that may be. 
And so in the examination of this Gospel, the Gospel 
according to Matthew, where Ve behold Him as the 
King of Israel, let us bow to His authority ; let us 
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touch, in token of our submits ion, the outstrelcliod 
sceptre of Ilis grace ; let us piiivc ourscdves to ho “ a 
willing people,” willing to heltoi' Him, and willing to 
do for Him, as He may comiHand in the day of His 
kingly power. 

And with this view, let U^ hero reail a passage, 
which is only to he found ii/j'bhis (lospel, and certainly 
as precious a passage'jis.^j^s,Vo he found in any of the 
(los})els ; -it shows, too, ii'^its peculiarly affectionate 
style, that lhc Jesus of ^’^j[tthew, however differently 
viewed hy him, is in reah'^y the same as the Jesus of 
John, for it reads like a Efissagc from the pen of the 
beloved disciple ; only th;A, as occurring in Matthew, 
the (3osp(d of royalty, it is invested with the majesty 
of royalty : (xi. 27-30.) “ All things are ■delivered 

unto Me of My Father; and no man knoweth'the 
Son. hut tin? Father; neither knowedh any man the 
Father, .save the Sun, anj he to whomsoevc'r the Son 
will reveal him. Conu^"' unto Mc', all ye that labour 
and are heavy laden, a’ I I will give you ix'st. Take 
My yoke ujion you, amV learn of Me ; for 1 am meek 
and lowly in heart: and ye shall find rest unto your 
souls. For My y^c ”—observe; Fie sjx'aks of His 
yoke, of the servicc^^.ch He recpiires, for it is as the 
King that He here jj^ressos u.s—“ For My yoke) is 

H light.” The wise man .saith, 
“ Where the word of a king is there is power.” So 
here. ‘ I counsel thee to keep the King’s command¬ 
ment, and that in respect of the oath of God. Be not 
hasty to go out of His sight; .stand not in an evil 
thing, for He doeth whatsoever pleaseth Him.” 

And let us also read another passage, equally 


ea.sy, and My burden 


1 
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j^racions, nn<] orpially r<^/al too. Wo take it from tlic 
last of tlie parables ofitlie kingdopi—a parable only 
to 1)0 found in this (bv pel—the parable of the final 
judgment, in which the 'Son of man is introduced as 
sitting upon tho tlirom of TIis glory, and passing 
S(‘ntcnco upon “all natb|-^s” who are gatliered before 
Him. “ Then sliall the Krig “ the King ! say 
unto them on His rigljt lu'^.cbXVtine, ye blessed of ^ly 
Father, inherit tln^ kingd^pi,”—“the kingdom!”— 
“ prepared for you from b',^jbre tlu' foundation of the 
world.” “And the King —“ tlio King!”—“shall 
answer and say unto tlieni Verily T say unto you, 
Inasmucli as ye have done jjt unto one of the least of 
these My biethren, ye have dune it unto Mo.” How 
this glorious u'jin'sentation should win us over to 
the side of Christ. Like Amasai to David, when tho 
Spirit came upon him, aiul he said of himself and tho 
men that were with him, “'(I'hino are we, 0 David, 
and on thy side, thou son of Lcsso,” may every one of 
us now say,—0 that tho Sp^it would come upon us, 
that wo may say it, each one for himself, and every 
one together,—“ Jhino are we, 0 Jesus, and on Thy 
side. Thou Son of Diivid, Thou Son,.of God.” 
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Thk fulness of tlic lift; of ‘Clji ist was sncli as plainly 
rt'mured the record of ^>^or'e than oin; biography. 
Hence wo cannot ho sait?' to know Him, oi’ at least 
to know Him well, till wh' have examined all of the 
(los[)els—till we have ascYrtained tlieir specihe repie- 
sentations as well as identitietl them in Him. 

Let ns turn to tlu; ({()sj)el according lo Mark. As 
with Mattlu'W, we shall intioilnct; our examinati(vi*of 
the Gospel with a hrief notice of its author. 


I. THK KVANOELIST. 

From the earliest ai^es it has heen generally believed 
that he was the saitic witli Marcus, who is mentioned 
in one of tlie Ejnstlesof Pctei as.l/Ts son in the faith, 
and with John Mam^Sj^ister’s son to Barnabas, who is 
mentioned in the Ac^s^f the Apostles as the occasion 
of thy unhappy variaiMe betwecji that singularly emi¬ 
nent disciple and the Apostle Paul, whit;h issued in 
their separation from oiu' another in missionary labour 
among the Gentiles. W(; shall assume this belief to 
be correct. It would lead us away from our present 
object to invc'stigate 4he grounds upon which other 
opinions have been based. It is enough to say that’ 
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the common belief lears to he well sustained hy 
every hind of trustworiyiy evidence. 

1. W e accordingly the Evangelist ivith 

the sisters son of Barnt^has, and the convert, or son 
in the faith, of thr Apo^.'le Peter. We know nothing 
of his fatlier. ITe is nMb mentioned in Scripture'—• 
hy name even. Possihl_^ he was a Oentile ; for (he 
name Mark, hy which his son was host known, was 
not Jewish hut Homan. His wife Avas certainly a, 

p 

Jewess. Her name was .Mary, not an uncomnnjii 
name among the women of the Clo.spel. Slie appears 
to have heen a person of ineans or property. hfer 
house is .spoken of in the Acts of the AiJostlcs as if it 
were lu'r own. It was also a resort of the di.sciples 
in Jerusa'em. Whim Peter was miraculou.sly liherated 
fhnn prison, into which he hud been throAvn by 
Herod, he went at once to it, and found many 
gathered tngethi'r, praying for him, so that it must 
have hei'u a house of considerable size and accommo¬ 
dation. At all events, Avhether wealthy or not, Mary 
was unipiestionsihly a (diristian disciple, and on this 
account we cannot hut he prepossessed in favour of 
her .son. With stirh a mother, may we not believe 
that he had had a Bihle-educi^‘‘^'’and a moral train¬ 
ing, Avhich Avent far to fit hinV*'*ncn he av:is brought 
over to the Christian faith, to ccome the companion 
and felloAV-Iahourer of apo.stles, and ultimately one of 
the four Avho Avere honoured of the ble.ssed Sjiirit to 
be the Evangelists of the life of Christ ? 

That he should not be identified with the Evan¬ 
gelist, because of the (piarrehof Paul and Barnabas 
about him, is a position which evidently rests on very 
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iiiRiifncicnt grounds. It canT*t be mriintitinod that 


an ovang('li.st must liave })oam a person of entirely 
faultless character. Do we nJt find faint-heartedness 
and vacillaiicy on the part of’l^cter, perhaps the ino.st 
courageous of the apostles, ej 
sion to the open ri'buke oH the Apostle Paul; and 
wlu.'n such an instance of sliji’tooniing is found in the 
history of even an apostle, how should it Ik*, made a 
ground of objection tliat a similar instance slioidd 
have occurred in the history of an evangelist ? Be¬ 
sides, we should not forgcit that, Avhile Paul was 
opposed to Mark on the occasion I’eferrc.'d to, Barnabas 
was of a different mind,—-and he may have been 
right in the matter,-—and that Paul himself, as we 
learn from several of his Ppistles, came afU'i^wavds to 
have the utmost confidence in Mark, and found him a 
singularly energetic and useful coadjutor in the minis¬ 
try of (■hiist.* Wo therefore see no difficulty in 
recognising Mark, the nephew of Barnabas, the coad¬ 
jutor of Paul, and the convert, and also companion for 
a time, of Pc'ter,,as the Christian evangelist of that 
name. 


2. It may bo right to moution.tWat //irre is a very 
old and perhaps ^^^^rs(dfy recelred Iradifion tlad 
this Gospel, altJionyicn^rdaded to Marh, was writfea 
by hini as the amaivmnsls of Peter, —sonu; say, as 
the translator and continuator, or editor,‘|' of an ori¬ 
ginal Hebrew or Aramaic Gospel-memoir by Peter, 
and that it waf received into the canon of Scrijdure 


* ‘‘Take Mark, and kriiig him with thec : for lie is jjroiitahle to 
me for the i^inistry,” (2 Tim. iv. 11.) See also Col. iv. 10. 
t Hirpov : ” so called hy the fathers. 
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by the primitive Churyi as thus of properly apostolical 
or Petrine authorship. 

y I ^ 

There arc not a fe>^'‘ things in the Gospel itself 
which yo far to confirm* this tradition. 

For exanijile, we of^en find the apostle’s name 
mentioned in this Gosp 1 in connexion with various 
incidents and circuni.stam^^'s which indicate, if not dic¬ 
tation on his part, the appearanep of something like it, 
—at least, as some vvould say, revision. Here the 
house at ('apernanm, into which Jesus withdrew with 
His disciples after his iirst appearance there as a 
jiublic teacher, is said to have been Ihe house of 
Simon and Andrew— jUnlraw's asAvell as Simon’s ;— 
the other Evangelists simply mention it as Peter’s; 
here avc j.u'e told that Petcu- was the disciple who first 
noticed the withered condition of the fig-tree which 
had been blasted by our Lord, and first drew atten¬ 
tion to it by his exclamations ; lu're wc; obtain the 
vciy names of the four disciples, Petiu’ and James, 
and John, and Andrew, who inquired of our Lord as 
to the time at which the temple would be de.stroycd ; 
and here, once more, we sec Pet«n‘ most pointedly 
singh'd out in tho expostulation with the disciples in 
the garden, “ Simon, sleepcst couldst not thou 

watch one hour ? ” 

Several things mentioned the other Gospels 
which appear to reflect honour on Peter, arc likcAvise 
omitted in this Gospel, as if a feeling of modesty had 
obliteratcid them ; while there is the %tmost exjilicit- 
ness in didailing other circumstances which were fitted 
to humble him as one that lyid no reason to be set 
above his brethren. We find in it no men lion, as in 
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MatHiow, of his attempt to walk upon the sea, or of 
the benediction which Avas givfn him on occasion of 
his explicit confession of the MessiJihship and Divine 
Sonship of the Saviour; whejeas what passed when 
he tried to dissuade his Masjfcr from going to Jeru¬ 
salem to be “killed” is mosJ faithfully related, Avith 
this ad<litional statement, AvliJch is not-to bo found in 
the other Evangelist who records the incident, that, 
while our Lord looked round about upon TTis disciph'S, 
He j'chuked Peter. Neither do avc find any mention . 
made in it of his having been the first apostle to Avhom 
the Lord appealed after His resurrection ; Avhereas the 
distinction of Mary Magdalene; in this resjeect' is re¬ 
lated Avith the utmost explicitness. On *1110 other 
hand, avc have in it the fullest account of hi!> diaiial 
of Christ, Avith tlie addition, not to be found in any 
other of the Evangelists, of the circumstance, Avhich 
so aggravated his sin in the matter, that the cock ei'ew 
twice before he was aAvakened to repentainx'; Avhile 
at the same time all that is said of his n'pentancc' is 
that he Avept; there is no reference to the bitterness 
of his tears, as if the thought of its being something 
like an affectation (j^humility to mention thdf had pre¬ 
vented it. Once inorl^^s only in this Gospel that that 
touching expression of angel’s after the resurrection 
is mentioned, “ But go ||)ur Avay, toll llis disciples and 
Peter,”—how must Peter have delighted in that “ And 
Peter ! ”—“that He goeth before you into Galileo.” 

These, along Avith many other referencc;s of a simi¬ 
lar kind, make it a not unlikely thing that the Apostle 
Peter had a hand in jicriiaps the composition, or at 
least the revision, of this Go.spel. 

D 



60 


elPac 


THE' GOSPELFACCORDIXO TO MARK. 


At tljc same time, ^le iiuiividuality of Mark’s own 
characteristic editorslife), if we may not say author¬ 
ship, is cverywlierc apmrent in it; ainl whatever hand 
Peter may have had iriFits composition or revision,— 
if he liad any,—it is eirmgh to (istaldish its canonical 
inspiration that it was'r^ccived as of undoubted autho¬ 
rity in apostolic times, alhl tliat it lias ever since been 
handed down from age to ^ire as an integral portion 
of the Scriptur.d canon. 

, So much for the authorship of this Gospel. It, has 
been said that Mark was one of the seventy disciples ; 
but on what authority, if other than traditionary, we 
have been unable to discover. Probably the minute¬ 
ness of his narrative, which appears to indicate the 
closest personal observation, may have suggested the 
idea to those who wished to assert his independence 
as an author. He has also been identified with the 
young man whom he alone mentions—anonymously 
mentions—as having followed our Lord on the occa¬ 
sion of His betrayal and apprehension, clothed in a 
light night-dress, which he hastily left in the hands 
of those who souj^ht to apprehend him also. It has 
been supposed that his mother’s house may have been 
in the neighbourhood — pc^‘*'5 in the garden of 
Gethsemanc—and that, beiiv'fi’ouscd from sleep by 
the tumult in the garden, he t^d impulsively hastened 
out to see what was going on, and then again—as on 
the occasion which so much displeased Paul, and made 
him quarrel with Barnabas about him—as impulsively 
hastened back again when he found himself in danger. 
But this is merely a supposition, likely ynough, but 
nothing more than likely. That he travelled far and 
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wide <as a missionary-cvangellsl is tlie only tiling we 
can further say of him. At o|le time wo find him far 
west, with Paul in Rome; sM another time we find 
him far east, Avitli Peter in llibylon; and if we may 
believe the traditions of anti(«ity, according to which 
he nually settled as bishop of pastor of the church in 
Alexandria, there seems evCTy reason*to believe that 
he was thus, as he is com’iaoidy regarded, and as otlier 
parts of liis history appear to hint, an ardent and ener- 
getk:, perhaps somewhat impulsive, Christian labourer,- 
—glad, if not always ready, to have a hand in plant¬ 
ing the gospel in the great centres of civilization, the 
capitals of the world. 

( 

II. THE GOSPEL. 

Of the four Gospels, this has perhaps been least 
appreciated, and for two reasons. First, It is the 
shortest of the Gospels. As divided into chapters, it 
has only sixteen, while John has twenty-one, and Luke 
twenty-four, and Matthew twenty-eight; and, indeed, 
when the length of the chapters is tj^ken into account, 
Matthew’s is 'iiea'rtf’^^tvvicc as lar^c. Secondly, Most 
of tlie events recorcj^ j^in it, along with numerous 
additional facts of evi^ful import, arc found in the 
other Gospels. This ftrcumstance has perhaps con¬ 
tributed even more than the other to throw it into 
the shade, as if it wore comparatively valueless. 

Certain it is that, in comparison of the other Gospels, 
it is very much overlooked in the Bible expositions of 
the pulpit# and the prefes ; and how can we wonder 
that private Christians know but little of its peculiar 
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excellencies ? Mattlic* ITcnry, careful student of the 
Bible as he was^ fin(ft himself constrained to offer 
something very like a* apology for it, and tells us, 
that “ wlicn many witnlsses are called upon to give 
testimoiiy to the same facts, we are not to think it 
U’dtouii, b\it highly 'iiccehary, that they should relate 
the facts in their own words over and over ayain, in 

o y 

order to establish the, truth,.by t’heir concurrent testi¬ 
mony.” And then ho goes on to say—and this scorns 
with him to be the only distinctive purpose served by 
the Oo.spol—“ It is written to put us in mind of things 
which we have had in tlu; foregoing Gospel, that we 
may give the more earnest liccd to them, lest at any 
time W(^ slibuld let them .sli]); and even pure minds 
lyivc! nea’d to be thus stirred up by way of remembrance. 
It Vas fit that such great things should be spoken and 
written once, yea, twice, In'causo man is so unapt to 
perceive them, and so apt to forget them.” Thomas 
Scott also seems to think that nothing remains to the 
Christian expositor, in taking up this Gospel aftm’ the 
former, “ exci'pt to nobi variations.” 

It may be addpd that many have regarded it as but 
an abridgemiuit or ‘epitome of MaUkcw’s Gospel, any 
additions which they may haw^'HAiced as necessarily 
drawn from independent obseW|i,tion being disregarded 
as comparatively unimportant.# And yet no idea, could 
be more erroneous. Take away the first two chaj^ters 
of Matthew which bear on the infancy of Christ, with 
the chapters which record nothing but parables and 
scrmfvis, the most of which are entirely omitted by 
Mark, ami it will be found thUt the Gospe^ according 
to Matthew is by far the smaller of the two, and that, 
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as a clironiclc of facts, Mattlioil’s Go.spel is mucli more 
likely to 1)0 the abrids^enioiiMl than Mark’s, if either 
the one or tlio other may he Jookeil upon as hearing 
sucli a cliaracter. Of course, the idea of Mattlicw 
epitomising or abridging Ma^ cannot he cntcitained 
for a moment. Even supposfn’g liirn to have seen the 
Gospel memoirs of Peter,"^hich Mark is sometimes 
said to have translated, Jiis Gyspel is in tlie truest 
sense his own,—(piite an original and independent 
G<>K})el; and, as its place in the canon is designed to 
ijidicato, it was unquestionably the first published. 
Pro])crly, neither should be spoken of as an abridg¬ 
ment of the other. Most certainly Mark, although 
later than Matthew, in at least r(!.spect of publication, 
cannot be said to have either copied or '\ibridgcd 
Matthew ; there are such distinctive characterisffics, 
particularly such ininutcne.ss and fulness of personally 
witne.ssed and attested detail in almost eveiything 
which he records, as irresistibly lead us to conclude 
that his Gospel is also in the proper .sense original— 
the fruit of independent observation, of independent 
authorship. The concluding remarks of Alford’s pre¬ 
liminary di.ssertlhi;;'!! are on this ])blnt mo.st excellent: 
—“ I regard the c.v^*^mcc of the Go.spel of Mark as 
a gracious and valuaC^^ proof of the accommodation 
by the Divine Spirit m the records of the life of our 
Lord to the future necessities of the Church. While 
it contains little matter of fixet which is not related in 
Matthew and Luke, and thu.s, generally speaking, forms 
only a confirmation of their complete hi.stories, it is so 

* *a7rojuvtjjuvrei/jiaTa Jl^rpou^ So Justin Miirtyr and Eusebius, &c., 
as quoted by Smith of Jordauhill. 
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far from being a barrel 
taiiied in it, that it co 
all the freshness of ah individual mind, full of the 
Holy Ghost, intently fixed on the great object of the 
Cliristian’s love and wonKhip, reverently and affection¬ 
ately following and redoliling His positions and looks 
and gestures, and giving*' ns the very echoes of the 
tones with which He spoke^^ And thus the believing 
student feels, while treating of and studying this 
Gospel, as indeed he docs of each in its turn, that— 
without venturing to compare with one another in 
value these rich and abiding gifts of the Holy Spirit 
to the ‘Church—the Gospcd of Mark is at least as 
precious to'him as any of the otluTs, serving an end 
and fillitig a void which could not, without spiritual 
dekiment, be left uncared for.” 

Let us proceed to notice its various characteris¬ 
tics :— 


duplicate of them which is con¬ 
ies home to every reach'r with 


1 . The first of these may be said to be determined 
by the 'parties for 'irhose use it seems to have been 
j)ublished. Formerly it was generally believed to 
have been publislual at Home for the use of the 
Roman Christians, but latterly thi^stojjinion has been 
shown to be incorrect. 


There are internal cvidcn(^hGn the Gospel which 
go far to prove that it must Irive been published in 
Palestine for Gentile Christians there. 


The evidences arc such as these :—Throughout the 
Gospel the geography of Palestine is supposed to be 
familiar to its readers. Even comparatively obscure 
localities are not marked by itny accompanying refer¬ 
ences, as are common in the Gospel according to Luke, 
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which was certainly written fog the use of a Koinan 
(lentilo Cliristian, There is nrot one instance of such 
a gcograpliieal explanation ih it as might have been 
looked for in a Gospel wiitten in Rome for tlie use of 
Roman Gliristians. On the gontrary, the Avholc topo¬ 
graphy of the Gospel is tlu^ one resident in the 
neighbourhood of the varioiis places.nu'ntioned, and 
unaware of any reason for accompanying his references 
with explanations. A paitial acipiaintance with Jew¬ 
ish I'ites and customs is alno supposed to be possessed 
by his reatlers. There are particular nderences in it 
to the Sabbatli, and tlie Preparation, and the Jewish 
festivals, which must liave ixapiired explanation—it 
distinguishes, for example, between tin' feast of the 
passover and the feast of uid<'avened bre«,d (chap, 
xiv. 1,) without giving any explanation of the distinc¬ 
tion, as must have been recpiireil—had the Gospel 
been immediately intended for the use of entire 
strangers to the Jewish faith. 

At the same time, there are several I’cferences to 
the Jews, together with explanaticms liearing mainly 
on their minuter customs, which plainly jirove that the 
author, or pe^hn^jis translator and Editor, had in view 
the information of “jaesgons who, by residcnci' in Judea, 
might be supposed tc^ihow the localities of the coun¬ 
try, and also the moji public and prominent of the 
national customs; while at the same time they were 
not familiar with those which wcie more private and 
less known, or which, like the religious washing of 
hands before meat, of cups and pots, brazen ves.se]s, 
and tables, had no •Scriptural authority—^liad no, 
higher authority than the tradition of the ciders). 
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wliich the parties in faicstion could not be expected 
to know so well as thei knew the Scriptures, 

Now, if you turn to the history of the Church as 
contained in the Acts of the Apo.stlcs, it will not be 
difficult to ascertain these persons. Among the finst 
Gentile converts to th% faith were Roman soldiens 
resident in Palestine aii^ its neighbourhood. The 
name of Cornelius at Cesarea, ‘with his friends and 
his housi'hold servants, .and—may we not suppose ?— 
some of his soldiers too, for wo read of a devout 
soldier who waited upon him continually, will at once 
occur. During the years which immediately followed 
the conversion of Cornelius, we cannot doubt that the 


work of conversion made considerable progiess among 
the foreign military .and civil residents in Cesarea and 
oilw-r parts of Palestine, and more especially among 
the devout portion of them, the })roselytos—who seem 
to have been numerous—to the Jewish faith. 


For such persons it w.as highly neces.sary that a 
Gospel should be prepared and published; just as 
necessary as that that of Matthew should R: published 
for converts atnong the Jews, and that that of Luke 
should be publishAl »for converts anpQAg'the Gentiles ; 
and the Go.spel according to J'fe-n’k answers .all the 
conditions of such a Gospel a.s^;v)uld be required for 
them. It refers occasionally tc|)thc projdicts, but not 
often ; because the faith of the prosolyte,s, although 
strengthened by their testimony, was not, like that of 
the Jcw.s, so dependent on it ; and it needs not be 
said how different it is in this respect from the Gospel 
according to Matthew, the Gospel of the circumcision, 
it occupies itself with a faithful record of the mighty 
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dcorls by which Josus at one® demonstrated and ful¬ 
filled His mission, and it recoils them in sucli a form* 
as was most admirably adapted to command the faith 
of those residents in Palestine who, althougli not Jews, 
had been gained over, first to the Jewish, and then to 
the Christian faith. Altogether it is just such a 
Gospel as may be said to lie describc'd by its cimtral 
position ill the canon bjctween Mattlujw and Luke. 
Matthew gives us the Gospel for the Jewish (Chris¬ 
tians. Luke gives us tin; Gospel for the Gentile 
Christians. John Mark, who may have been, like 
'^rirnothy, a Jew by his mother’s side, and a Gentile 
by his father’s side—and hence perhaps his two names, 
the oiu! Jewish, and the other, as already mentioned, 
Roman*—gives us between them the; Gospel of the 
transition-[)eriod, the middle Gospel, for those who, 
although Gentiles in point of birth, wt're devout men 
or Jews in point of faith, the Gentile ])roselytes resi¬ 
dent in Palestine who had been converted to Chris¬ 
tianity ; some of whom would, in all likelihood, carry 
it with them to Romo on their return thither, and 
thus give rise to the old tradition that it had actually 
been ivritten 

2. Another characteristic of this Gospel is to be 
seen in ils vividnes^of porivaituve, the singularly 


* The HUTncnnis Latiinsd# expressions and forms of exiiression 
employed in this Gospel, may be also tlma accounted for without 
having recourse to Da Goata's hypotliesia, that its author was a 
Roman, the devout soldier mentioned in the Acts as the servant of 
Cornelius, 

t Simon, the Cyrenian, who was compelled to bear the cross, is 
called in this Gospel ^‘tho fafclier of Alexander and Rufus/’ who are 
named in thC Epistle to the Romans as then resident in Rome; and ** 
these young men may have taken it with them to that city. 
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picturesque and lifc-lilw way in which its narrative 
'surrounds the events which it records with minute 
and circumstantial details, always interesting, often 
tenderly touching, sometimes most impressive, and 
generally indicative of tlie autoptical or personal obser¬ 
vation of its author, ’l^r the appreciation of this 
pecidiar characteristic, it oiight be enough to compare 
the narrativ{' with that of the 

event or circumstance whicliTliey happen to relate in 
common, such as tlie resuscitation of the daughter, of 
Jairus, the restoration of sight to blind Bartimeus, 
and the contribution l)y the widow of her two mites 
into the treasury of the temple. But Ave must leave 
the work of* comparison to jJcrsonal c.xamination. 

We can only instance u few incidental details 
wayk of specimen. “ Ho was wlllt the ivlld beasts:" 
so in a merely passing way, yet with eminently graphic 
effect, it is here mentioned in the account of the 
wilderness-temptation. “ And all the city was gathered 
together at the door." “ And again He entered into 
Capernaum after some days ; and it was noised that 
H(; was ill the hoii.se* And staightway many were 
gathered together, iitsomuch that thesijrr'was no room to 
receive them, oio, not so much as doout the door:" "f*— 
so we have it here related, or rather j^ictured out from 
personal knowledge and obserf^ition, in the accounts 
of the crowds Avhich followed Him when the fame of 
His miracles began to be spread abroad. “ And they 

* “ris “In doors” — ‘‘At home”—*‘Gono home:”—so 

Blomfielti, Alford, arul Smith of Jorda^hill. 

t rd irpbs d6pav, —“the before the door,”— 

door,”—outside as well as inside the door. 



other Gospels in any 


“thd front of the 
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conic unto Him, bringing oncjsick of tbc palsy, v'hich 
was hcrne of four. And when they could not come 
nifjh unto Him for the 2 >ress, they uncovered the roof 
where He 'ivas, and ivhen they had broken it uy, they 
let down the bed wbcrcin tlie sick of tli(3 palsy lay — 
so here again, in the accounjf of the paralytic brought 
to Him for healing, wo have the scone sprond out, in 
the minute embodim'ont ^f liviiig reality before us, by 
one who had evidently been an eye-witness. Then 
in. the account here given of the tempest on the sea 
of Galilee, we also have .some very graphic touches ol 
autoptical detail:—“And when they had sent away 
the multitude, they took Him even as He was in the 
ship. And there were also Avith Him othe'r little ships. 
And there arose a groat storm of wind, and the wayes 
boat into tlie ship, so that it was now full. And 
He was in the hinder part of the ship, asleep on a 
pillow.''* Then in the account of tlie miracle of the 
feeding of the five thou,sand upon the five loaves and 
Hvo fishc.s, we have also here in the similarly graphic 
style of an eye-witness:—“ And Ho commanded 
them to make all sit down by companies njwn the 
green giuss. Ihey sat dowii hi, ranks, by hun¬ 

dreds, and by fifties." Then here again we read, in 
equally minute and asievidently autoptical rloscription, 
that -when Ilis discijacs were tempest-tossed on the 

* Mr Smith of Jordanhill has very clearly shown that the various 
reftirencea in this (iospel to nautical matters arc j)rofessional, such 
os might be expected from a fisherman like lector, and that the 
parallel references in Mattliew and Luke are those of landsmen, as 
these Evangelists are know^ to have been,— Vide his Dissertation 
on the Ori^n and Connection of the Gospels, i>p. 20G, 281, 294/ 
ei paamtu 
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passage to Bethsaida, whither lie liad constrained 
them to go while He remained to send away the 
people, " He saw them toiling in roiving:’’ that, 
when He went to Geimesaret, “ they began to carry 
about in beds those that were sich ivhere they heard 
lie vjas ; and whithersde\'er He entered, into villages, 
or cities, er country, they laid, the sick in the streets 
that, when He had compnssi(vfi oii the great multitude 
that had been with Him three daj'^s, and said, ‘‘ If I 
send them away fasting to their own houses, they will 
faint by the way,” “ divers came from far that, on 
one occasion when the disciples had forgotten to take 
bread with them for a voyage across the sea of Galilee, 
“ neither had they in the ship with them more than 
one loafy’ that the young man who came to Him 
with the question, “ Good Master, what shall I do 
that I may inherit eternal life!” ‘‘came running 
and kneeled to Him that when He scnit two of His 
disciples for the colt on which He made His last entry 
into Jerusalem, they “ found the colt tied by the door 
without in a jylace where tico ways met that they 
who passed by wl^cn he was crucified,^ and railed on 
Him, wagging theib heads, Thou that 

destroyest the temple ”—what insult is embodied by 
Mark in this one word, “ A h!” which he alone records : 
and that the reason why the wd&nen said among them¬ 
selves, when they were on the way to the tomb of 
Christ, “ Who shall roll us away the stone from the 
door of the sepulchre ?” was, “For it was very great." 

It may be further mentioned, before passing from 
. these notices, that Mark oftfin gives an ,‘julditional 
touch of, as it were, dramatic reality to his delineations, 



THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO MARK'. 


61 


by preserving the very words which were used l)y 
Clirist, adding, however, the explanation as perhaps 
necessary for some of his readers :—“ Tdlltha cavil* 
which is, being interpreted, Dam.sel, I say unto the('. 
Arise!" “It is Corbau—that is to say, a gift;" 

“ Ephphafha —tliat is, Be o]^‘ned “ Abha, Father 
“ Jb'lol ! Mol! laaui saJxirljlhani ?f. wliich is, being 
interpreted, My (}od, Mj (lod, wliy liast Thou for¬ 
saken Me?” and by also descriLing, with the minute 
detail of an eye-witness, the vi'iy looks, and feelings, 
and gestures of Clirist on many occasions:—“And 
Jesus, viovcd tvilJt cuiiipu.^swa, j)af foi'lli Ills hand, 
and touched him “ And wlien He IukI loolrd 
round about on them wlUi aiupT, bchuj><ji'leved for 
the hardness of their hearts;” “And IJi' loolrd 
round about to see her who had done this thiijg‘:” 
“And H(’ could there do no mighty work, save that 
He laid His ha'iids upon a few sick folk, and healed 

* Thia occasional record of the very words employed })y ('liriat 
would have hi-en unnecessary in a (i<»spol writtt'ii for Jews, to whom 
the Aramjean languago was familiar as tlieir mother tongue ; it 
WHuild have hocn quite iibclcss in a (Jospel written for (Jentilcs, who 
were altogether of the huiguago ;Jjdt it is poifcctly natural 

in a (Jospel written for Roman residents in Palestine, by whom the 
language may be presumed to‘have licen partially known. Tlie 
parallel of it may he often mot with in foreign expressions, as ocea- 
sionally introduced into ami other books intended for 

readers who may bo expected to appreciate their introduction ; and 
certainly, if Mark was the translator of Peter, its frequent occur¬ 
rence ill liis (jJospcl is in this way at once accounteil for. 

+ By Matthew, this is given in the Ifebrew proper—“Eli! Eli !” 
&c. ; and along with “ Imniaimel” and “(rolgotha,” also Hebrew 
words, is translated by him, because pure Hebrew was vt^ry much 
with the Jfpws, even then, a'^^lead language, perhaps conliiied to the; 
services of Divine worship. 
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them : And He marvelled, because of their unbelief;” 
■“And He took him aside from the multitude, and 
fiRt Ilifi Jimjcrs into hiv earv, ami lie spit, and 
touched his toitrjue, and loolcLmj up to heaven, He 
sighed:" “And they brought young children to 
Him that He should tou'di them ; and His disciples 
rebuked those that brouLdit them ; But when Jesus 
saw it, He was much displeased; and He took them 
up in His arms:” “Then Jesus beholding him, 
loved him:” “And Jesus entered into Jerusalem, 
and into the temple, and when He had looked round 
about upon all things, and now the eventide was 
come. He went \into Bethany witli the twelve.” 

3. But, vdthout entering into further details,—for 
to exhaus* the subject would require us to quote well- 
nigh tlie entire Gospel,—we must now proceed to 
notice the distinctive characteristic of this Gospel, 
considered in that peculiar aspect in which it por¬ 
trays or exhibits Christ to iis. This characteristic 
does not stand out so conspicuously as that of each of 
the other Gospels; but on examination it will be 
fouml to be no less real and no less expressive. The 
symbol of it, accontir.g to the mnem^ci^Cf figures of the 
cherubim, wo have identified with that of the ox, as 
indicative of steady, strenuous labour—humble, pa¬ 
tient, faithful servitude. The vhon steps forth with 
majestic tread, the king and lord of all in its own 
domain. The man looks out with intelligent catholic 
sympathy upon the Avorld around, and recognises in 
every felknv-man his brother-man. The eagle soars 
on high, and, as if it belonged ta another and^^a higher 
,’world than this, gazes with unwinking eye on the 
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iTiid-(l<ay .sun. But the ox lias a yoke upon its neck, 
and it goes along wdtli head bent downwards to the* 
earth, dragging the plough through the farm land, or 
treading out the corn in the thrashing-floor, fl'o this 
symbol, the Gospel according to Mark exactly cor¬ 
responds. It is distiuctivclj^ practical—not royal, or 
catliolic, or divine. There .are references in it which 
are no doubt royal; amj catholic, and divine; but 
they are neither numerous nor explicit. The view 
throughout is that of Chri.st in the constant, laborious, 
unwearied activity of His daily outwanl ministry. If 
He is the Son of God, it is as in a state of profound 
humiliation—“who made Himself of no reputation, 
and took upon Him the form of a servant,”—the 
Servant of the Lord, faithful, diligent, always at His 
work. We may here offer some illustrations. <j 

1. First, we may instance, according to a plan 
pursued by others, a feiv of the 'more remarkable 
omissions in this Gospel, that is, as compared with 
the other Gospels. We may often learn not a little 
from Scriptural omi.ssions. The silence of the Bible 
is, in many cases, as expressively significant as its 
explicit .statcifl-Ckj^.s. Here the .dgnificance of silence 
is certainly instructive. 

1. Look at the beginning of the Gospel. —There is 
nothing here that Answers to the introduction in 
Matthew, or the introduction in Luke, or the intro¬ 
duction in John. The royal genealogy, the immacu¬ 
late conception, the birth of the King of the Jews, the 
visit of the magi with their gifts and worship, the 
Benedietps of Zachariw-s, the Magnificat of Mary, the, 
Nunc dimittis of Simeon, the whole infancy, child- 
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full activity of 


hood, and youth of Jesus, together with His pre- 
existeuce as the Eternal Word, and His glory as of 
the Only-l)C‘gutten wliich is in tlie hosom of the Father 
—are all omitted ; they are not in keeping with the 
idea of this (Jospel, and are therefore silently passed 
over; and at once we linj'^o, instead, “T 
of the Cospol of Tesus Clivist ” in the fi 
His energetic efficient ministry. 

2. Look aho al the scrmo'iis of the Gospel .—There 
are hardly any here, at least of any considerable 
length ; for the ministry in (picstion is not the minis¬ 
try of words, but the ministry of deeds, the ministry 
of action. The sermon on the mount is omitted. All 
the long paitibles are omitted. Tlie parable sermons 
also, on 'he bread of Cod which came down from 
hea^'en and on the Good Shepherd, with those on the 
Divine equality and unity of the Son with tlie Father, 
and those oir the Father’s house with many mansions, 
and those on the mission of the Holy Ghost, with the 
farewell promises of answers to prayer, of peace, of 
fruit-bearing, and fulness of joy—there is not one 
word of any of them here recorded ; they might have 
made us lose sight of the Servant in-Etw’authority of 
the Teacher, of the Master. 

In the fi'w discourses wdiich are recorded, they arc 
not only abbreviated, but comparatively little in tliem 
is expressive of independent personal authority ; there 
are, in fact, not a fev/ expressions in them which in¬ 
dicate inferiority rather than authority, the subordina¬ 
tion of the Servant rather than the sovereignty or 
.majo.sty of the Lord. We may'instance two or three 
passages. When, after the confession of Peter that 
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He was the Christ, He went on to sliow how niueli 
would be lost—life, even the soul itself—by unfnith- * 
fulness to the Gospel, He thus concluded one of the 
most solemn Avarnin^rs He ever uttered,—“ Whosoever, 
therefore, shall be ashamed of Me and of My wonls in 
tliis adulterous and sinful generation, of him also shall 
the Son of man be ashamed when He comoth in the 
glory of His Father with the hr^ly angels,” Matthew 
adds the Avords, “ And then He shall rcAvard every 
man according to his Av»n’ks.” Luke characteristically 
omits the additicmal Avords, and simply records — 

“ When He shall come in His own glory, and in His 
Father’s, and of the holy angels.” Mark, Ipiite as 
characteristically, takes notice of the glT>ry of the 
Father only ; because the servant does not?'claim a 
glory which is his oAvn, or other than his lord’s,— 
“When He cometh in the glory of His Father Avitli 
the holy angels.” Again : When He took a little 
child in His arms, in order to rebuke His di.scij)les for 
their strivings about pre-eminence, He said, “ Whoso¬ 
ever shall receive one of such children in My name, 
receiveth Me,” and then added, as here recorded, (piite 
cliaracteristicaiijVJind whosoever shall receive Me, 
receiveth not Me, but Him that sent me.” “ Rc'ceiveth 
not me,” are AVords which are to bo found in Mark 
only;.it is the Scrvai|t’s to say, “Not Me, hut Him 
that sent Me.” Agaiti : When He sat upon the 
Mount of Olives, and uttered His memorable projduicy 
of the destruction of Jerusalem, and the coming of 
the Son of man. He said, as recorded here, “ J3ut 
when they shall load yo®, and deliver you up, take no 
thought beforehand Avhat ye shall speak, neither do 
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yc prciiK'ditate ; but whatsoover sliall 1)0 given you 
in that hour, that speak }e ; for it is not yc that speak 
hut the Holy Gho.st—there is no reference to Him¬ 
self, or to His own aid, such as wo have in the parallel 
passage in Luke, “ For T will give you a mouth and 
wisdom, which all your dversaries shall not be able 
to gainsay aiub resist.” . Then again on the same 
occasion, and also as gnly recortlud here, “ But of that 
day and that hour knoweth no man, no, not tlui angels 
which are in heaven, neither the Son, but the Father.” 
“Neither the Son !” that is, as characteristically, the 
Servant, “for the servant knowetk not what his lord 
doeth.” 


3. Looh at ilia manner in which Chrint in addrenned 
in the G >spc'l. The ordinary term of address in the 
other Gospels is Lord, sometimes Mastc'r : “ Ye call 
Me Master and Lord ; and ye say well, for so 1 am.” 
But in this Go.spel,—although He is often addressed 
as Master, that is, as so rendered in our version ; for 
in the original it is never the woid which ])roperly 
stands for Master ; it is only Riibbi or Teacher,—He 
is never once addrosse<l as Lord. Matthew makes the 
leper say, “Lord, if Thou wilt, '^^lllou canst make 
me clean.” Mark omits the “Lord” in his account. 
Matthew makes the di.sciples say at the supper-table, 
“ Lord, is it I ?” Mark agaiit' very strikingly, omits 
the “ Lord his account is, “ They began to say unto 
Him one by one. Is it I ? and another said. Is it I ?” 
Matthew makes the disciples say when they awoke 
Him in the tempest, “ Lord, save us, we perish.” 
Luke makes them say, “ Master, Master, ^yc peri.sh.” 
Mark sinks both terms in Teacher, and makes them 
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spoak also in com})]aining tones, as if they thought it 
wrong ill Him who was always working to he then* 
sleeping; “"I’cacher”—“Master,” in our vcision, is 
wrong; it is always wrong—“Teacher, carest Thou 
not that we ])erish ?” The same distinction occurs in 
the three accounts of the t|-ahstiguration. Matthew 
makes Peter say, “ Lord, it ts good foi* us to he hero 
Mark, “ llahbi, it is good for us to be here Luke, 

“ Master, it is good for us to be Iuuh'.” There are, 
indeed, three pa.ssages in our version in which He is 
addressed as Loid ; but incorrectly, improperly, in two, 
and by a stranger or foreigner in the third. In one 
passage, the word is spurious. It occurs in the' add.re.ss 
of the father of the demoniac child to Clin'st, “ Lord, 

I believe ; help Thou my unbelief.” “ Lorcb” .should 
not be inserted here ; it is not in any of the oldest find 
b('st inanu,scripts. In another passage, it is improperly 
translated. Blind Bartimeus is represented as praying, 
“Lord, that I may receive my sight;” but the word is 
“ Rabboni,”—not a title of nobility, of authority, but 
merely of reverential courtesy. In the third passage 
it i.s, “ Ye.s, Lord !” but the speaker is not a, di.sciple 
or a Jew; it T3».the Syrophenician woman to whom, 
as a Jew and a prophet. He was really a lord, if not 
the Lord. The only occasion on whicli, even our Lord 
mieqmvocalh/^ speakiif of Himself in this Gospel as 


* We say, “uneciiiivocally,” because there are two other jKiHsagcs 
ill which he speaks of the Lord, chapters v. 19, aiul xi. only tlio 
reference is not explicit; it may be understood, not of Ilimself, hut 
of (Jod. Compare the first of these passages with Luke viii, 39- 
The second occurs in the record of His triumphant entry into 
Jerusalem, wfcieh, as compared with the other evangelical accounts 
of it, will be found in Mark to bo quite characteristic. 
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Lord is in the passage—the first part of wliicli, with 
the argument dependent on it, is also peculiar to this 
Gospel—where He says, “The Sabbath was made for 
man, and not man for the Sabbath, therefore the Son 
of man is Lord also of the Sabbath but even here, 
as the “therefore” of‘tl,fc passage plainly indicates, 
the Lordii’hip is' a delegated one ; it is a Lordship 
ac(juired from the Sab,bath })cing made for man, and 
therefore a Lordship in which every man, tin; servant 
as well as his master, alike participates. “ No man 
may take the Sabbath from me. It is as mneh mine 
as his. Be he who he may, or what he may, my 
master, 'my lord, my king even--no matter ; I am 
lord of the? Sabbath as well as lu',—lord of it under 
God, by’evhoni it was made for me, for man—for the 
BcrVant-maii as well as for the master-man.” It is 


not till the very close of the Gospel that the evangelist 
himself applies the term “ Lord” to (.’hrist ; and there 
only when, after having finished the work Avhich was 
given Him to do on earth, the Servant of the Lord is 
exalted from a subordinate position to that (jf sovereign 
authority, is proved by His ascension into glory to bo 
“ both Lord and Christ.” “So th('r.,^ftftcr the Lord” 
•—He is “the Lord” now—“had spoken imto them. 
He was rc'ceivcd up into heaven, and sat on the right 
hand of God. And they woiit forth, and iR’^'acIicd 
everywhere, the Lord”—observe again, “ the Lord”— 
“ working with them, and confirming the word with 
signs following.” * 


1 , 

* It miglit liavc been noticed here also, that, although this CJospel 
is called, in its opening sentence, the Gospel of Jesus Miriat the Stm 
of God,” lie is never addressed in it as the (Son of God. Tlio details 
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We mn.st pas.s over many other omissions, no less 
significant, such as the omission of woes and bless¬ 
ings. Woes arc not .seemly on the lips of servants, 
•or of any in subordinate position; hence Chorazin, 
Bcthsaida, and Capernaum are not here threatened 
and denounced as in other Gospels.* Blessings do 
not befit tliem eiLher, except' in rclathfn to tlm children 
of whom tliey Jiavo the clnrge, ier “ tlie less is blessed 
of the greaterhence, also, the only case of blessing 
related in this Gospel is that of the young children 
which “ they brought to Tfim that He sliould touch 
them,” and it is said, and only here saul, “ And He 
took them up in His arms, and blessed tliem.’' 

II. Let us, in the .second place, proceed to instance 
a few of the, additions vjhwh are peculld'r to iJi-is 
Gospel, and which are also illustrative of its properly 
distincti ve character. 

of tlie temptation wliicli turned on this, ‘‘If Thou he the Son of 
God,” are omitted. 'J'hc taunting expression, as addressed to Him 
on the cross, '‘If Thou he the Son of (hxl, come down from the 
cross,” is also omitted. Even on His trial, the high piiest’s adjura¬ 
tion is, as it were, moditiod ; at least, it is not, “Art Thou the Son 
of God?” but, “Art Thou the Son of tlie H^^ssed?” 

Perhaps it msxy^lyi he amiss to add tlfat, whatever may bo said 
of the rest of the Gospel, both the beginning and the end of it are 
evidently from Mark’s own hand. The genuineness of tlie concluding 
paragrapli, cluip. xvi., ver, 9-20, has been much disputed ; and it is 
certainly diirerent in its from tlic preceding portion of the 

Gospel; hut, if Mark was the translator ami oontinuator of Peter, 
the differeuce is ratlicr a jiroof of its genuineness as an addition by 
Mark liimsclf to his translation of Peter’s original memoranda. 

* Da Costa’s view is not inconsistent with this. He thinks that 
Mark, whom he believes to have been a Homan, or at least ^ Gentile 
by birth, did not record thenj from motives of delicacy. The same 
motives woind hold, if, as we suppose, Mark was the son of a Gen-* 
tile by the father’s side. 
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1. Look at the 'narrative of facts in this Gospel. 
Wc sliall, <is it wore, l)ut tabulate a few of the more 
outstandiii”' ■\vliich bear on the point in liand. 

Here we learn that ITe bo^^an the busine.ss of life' 
at an ordiiKiiy handicraft. Wc read'of ITini as "the 
Carpenter." * Tn the dtHler Go.spels lie is called “the 
car[)(>nt(n'’*.-; son.”' « 

H( .‘re w(' s(‘e IFiin »<(ain ^nd again using Tils hands 
in iris niinisti-y. When He liealed Simon’s wife’s 
motln'i' of a f<‘ver, it is said, “And Ho came and Un)h 
her b]j the h<nal, and lifted her ap” Whf'U He 
opened the ('y('S of the blind man of Eelhsaida, it is 
said, “And He took the blind man hy the Jarnd:” 
“And He 'pn,f His larnds upon him “After that 
H,e pa/ '^His haaids upen his (;yes.” When He cured 
the*'deinouiac child, it is said, “But Jesus look him 
hy the hand. an<l lifted, hhn vp.” These details arc 
givoji in this (.los]iel only, along Avith the similar 
reference in the remark of the astonished multitude, 
“Fi'om whence hath this Man these things ? and what 
wisdom is this wliich is given unto Him, that even, such 
miyhiy leorks are^vronyht hy His hands?” His is a 
ministry of active labour. It is aWTayys .seen to be 
perfornu'd by Himself and wrought by His hand.s. 

Her<' we often behold Him seeking retirement in 
His Avork, as if it Avere unseeing in Him to let - it bo 
seen of men. When He went into the borders of 
Tyre and Sidon, Avlure the Syrophenician Avoinan so 
successfully prevailed on Him to heal her daughter, 

* It lias l>oei» noticed, that it was H^a townsmen, not Mark, that 
called JliHi tlic Carjieiitcr. Still it is in Mark’s (lospel’lhat the fact 
is mentioned, and our reference is, therefore, quite in point. 
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it is saiil, ITc “ entered into an house, and 'ivouhl luivc, 
OK) man know it, but He could not be hid.” When' 
He heah'd the deaf man in Decupolis, it is said, “ He 
took Him a»i(te fiviii the multitude and a<;ain, in 
tlie ease of the blind man at Uethsaida to ■\vlinm ITc 
gave sight,—He “led him ($id of the town” It was 
the prais(‘, not of man, but of God He sought. 

H(‘rc we lind Him at times so occupied wiili His 
work that the ordinary opjKutunities of rej)ose and 
n'freshiiumt are dcaiied to Him. He gets up early in 
the morning for prayer; because in tliis is to be found 
His strength for service, and He luis no time for it 
during the day,—then it is work, work,—^“And in 
tlie morning l isijig up a great ovliite before dag, He 
went out and departed into a solitary place,«and theie 
prayed.” Again and again He is interrupted and 
called away wlien He seeks some rest, but He never 
eom])lalns. Wlien He went out to a solitary place 
and there prayed, “ Himon and they that weie with 
him followed alter Him,”—literally, landed after Wan, 
—“ and when they had found Him, they said. All men 
seek for Thee,” and at once Ho answered, not, “ Let 
us rest awhife,'”) but, '‘Let vh go'’into the next to'nnis, 
that 1 mag there also” AVhen, on another 

occasion, Ho said unto the apostles. “ Come ye your- 
selvas apart into a dest'rt place, and rest awhile;” “and 
they departed into a desert place by a ship privately;” 
“the people saw them departing, and many knew Him, 
and ran afoot thither out of all the cities, and outw^ent 
them, and came together unto Him,” and then it is 
added, “And Jesus, '*hen Ho came out, saw much 
people, and was mooed with compassion," —no vexa- 
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tion, no fretfulness, at the interruption,—“ was moved 
■■vvitli compassion toward them, bocausc they were as 
sheep not having a shepliord ; and He began to teach 
f/iem many things” Sometimes the interruptions, 
and tlie occupations connected witli them, interfered 
cv<‘n with His meals :—\And the multitude comcth 
together again, co that they could not so much as 
ea,t bread: ” “ For there were many coming and 
going, and they had no leisure so much as to eat." 
All th(‘se references arc jieculiar to this Gospel. Tliere 
is nothing parallel to them in the other Gospels. 

Hero wc have many things whicli indicate that it 
was hard' work Ho liad to do, and that He felt it to 
be so. Let the cases brought to Him for cure as 
describedwitl) so nmch minuteness, and in terms also 
whifth ar(^ meant to show that they were extreme, be 
examined and compared with tln^ narratives of the 
other Gospels, and the proof of this point will be held 
to be complete. Wti can only advert to the following 
things. Here He finds it necessary to a.sk for faith 
when His ability to help, although cariiostly recpiested, 
is limited and questioned :—“If Thou canst do any¬ 
thing, have compas.'tion on us, and If^p us. Jesus 
said unto him, If thou canst believe, all things are 
2 )ossible to him that believeth." There is not a word 
of this in the other Gospels. •Here He is actually 
hindered in His work by unbelief; it sbiys His hand; 
it disables it; He becomes, as it were, unable to do 
even what He would :—“And He could there do no 


mighty work, save that Ho laid His hands upon a 
.lew sick folk, and healed thc^, and He marvelled 
because of theli' unbelief.” Matthew say.s, “He did 
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not many mighty works there because of their unbelief,” 
but Mark’s expression is at once characteristic and' 
significant, “ He could not.” Here He is distressed 
• in His work, as workmen and servants often are; He 
feels it to be a burden ; it oppresses Him ; it wears 
Him out with sorrow. “ Bc§'^ig grieved for the hard¬ 
ness of their hearts:” —This is noticed by Mark only. 
“And looking up to heaven, Uji sighed:” —No other 
cvan<relist records the sighs of Christ. “And He 
sighed deephj in His spirit:”—The expression in 
which this fact is noticed is peculiar to Mark. It 
nowhere else occurs in Scripture. Here also wo read: 
—“And they bring Him unto the plac(' Golgotha,” or 
as it is in the original, more expressively,* “And they 
bear Him unto the place Golgotha.” Jculin says, 
“And He, bearing His cross, W('nt forth into a j^ace 
called the place of a skull; ” but it would a])pear that 
He had not sufficient strength to carry it all tlui way, 
and the other evangelists unite in telling us that a 
foot-passenger, Simon, a Cyrenian, was compelhMl to 
bear it for Him ; while Mark here further seems to 
intimate, that at length His strength gave way alto¬ 
gether, and they had actually to carry Him to the 
cross,—to hear Him, faint, exhausted, spent,—-ju.'it as 
Simon had “ to hear His cross.” Here, in short, the 
end of the Gospel C(rrcsponds to its beginning; it 
ends, as it had begun, with work :—“And they went 
forth, and preached everywhere, the Lord worhiug 
with them, and confirming the word with signs fol¬ 


lowing.” 

All these, along wi^h many other additions, are ^ 
singularly characteristic of this Gospel as the Gospel 
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of nn’iiistty, of .sorvico,—the faithful service, the labo¬ 
rious ministry, of “ Jesus (Jhrist the Son of God.” 

2. Looh (it the, ri'cord of myrncjs in thin Gospd. 
It will be (‘i)Ou<fh to uotico the references to God.- 

Cj 

Tlu'se are perhaps the most .singularly characteristic ; 
although others, not li\ieh less so, might also be 
instructiv^dy observed. Wo shall omit merely inci¬ 
dental references, lu several pa.'ssages, such references 
—left out of the p.ai-alh‘1 passages in the other Go.spels, 
and nut the less instructive on that account—will 
occasionally be found ; but., from their apparently 
casual character, it may be as widl to pass them 
altogether. 

The following, as quite explicit and outstanding, 
may be‘t«imply mentioned. 

Here the only parables of “ the kingdom” which 
are recorded,—there are but four of them,—are par¬ 
ables of “ the kingdom of God.” Tluae is not one of 
them a })arable of ‘‘ the kingdom of hi’occii ,”—the 
kingdom in which Christ*is King. They all relate to 
the period which, ;is it were, precedes His coining to 
the kingdom. God is King in them, and He Himself 
is but a Servant lA the work of subordinate minis¬ 
tration.* 

Here the remark of the .sci‘ibe.s, when they charged 
Him with blasphemy for sayi«g to the sick of the 


* One of these parables—that of the sco<l which groweth silently 
—is jiecnliar to Mark. Jt is strictly a paral^le of service, patient 
service. Tlie j)arab]o of the tares, in which Christ is “ the House- 
hohlcr,”—“ House-lord/’—and which would have therefore been ont 
of jdaiie in Afark, occupies its place in Matthew. A comparison of 
the dUFcrent Cospcls here will he found to exhibit ^^ry distinctly 
their characteristic instioictivcuess. 




pal.'y, “ Sou, thy siti.s be forgiven thee,” is set down ns, 
“ Why doth this man thus s])eak blasphemies ? Who’ 
can forgive sins but God uiihj Matthew gives it 
.as, “ Tliis man l)]a.sj)henietli Luke, “Who is tliis 
wliich spoakcth blasphemies? Who can forgive sins 
bnt G(><1 alone V’ ’'' but M#rk chnraoteri.stically, and 
to show how they sought to (‘xclude'the [)o<ssibility of 
any kiiul of claim t’o Deity oji the part of Christ, 
“ Who can forgive sins but the one Cod ?”■)’ 

Here, once more, in tbe conversation between Him 
and the .scribe who a.sked, “ Which is the finst coin- 
mandmimt of all ?” J(i.sns is related to hav(‘ answered 
him, “The first of all the commandments is, H(‘ar, O 
Lsrael ; the Lord our Cod is one Lord —«the.S(; Avords 


are not related by MatthoAV as quoted on thii*beca.sion; 
they are characteristically enough given by Mark 
only:—“Hear, O Israel; the Lord oar God in ONE 
Lord •, and ibou sbalt lovi* the Lord thy Cod with all 
thy heart, and Avith all thy soul, and Avith all thy 
mind, and Avith all thy strength ; this is the first com¬ 
mandment. And the .seco?id is like, namely this, 
Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself. There is 
none other commandment gieabt than these. And 
the .scribe said Ainto Him,”—the wbolo of Avhat follows 
is (juite characteristic of Mark ; it is eutiredy omitted 
by MattboAV, the on^ other evangidist avIio records 
this conversation ;—“ Well, Master, Thou hast .said 
the truth ; for there is one God ; and there is none 
other but He ; and to love Him Avith all the heart, 
and with all the understanding, and Avith all tl^e soul, 


* “ft 

t The literal rendering of the original—“ ets 6 tfros.*' 
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and with all the strength, and to love his nciglihonr 
as himself, is more than all whole bnrnt-offerings ami 
sacrifices,” Plainly, in these as well as in other pas¬ 
sages, Mark sets Him before us not as the Lord, but 
as the Servant. 

“The conclusion of tic whole matter” is plainly 
this,—tha^. the Gospel according to Mark is “ the 
Gos 2 >el of Jcuns Chrid, the Son of God; "''who 
being in the form of God, thought it not robbery to 
be c(pial with God, but 'iuad,e Himself of 7io o'eputa- 
tion, and look upon Him the form of a serva/nt, and 
was made in the likeness of men ; and being found in 
fashion as a man, lie humhlcd Himself, and became 
obedient unto death, even the death of the cross. 
Whereforv God also liath highly cxalte<l Him, and 
given Him a name which is above every name ; that 
at the name of Jesus (;very knee should bow, of things 
in lieaven, and things in earth, and things under the 
earth ; and that every tongue should confe.ss that 
Jesus Christ is Lord, to the (jloey of God the Father!' 


L(it us, as we did in our examination of the Gospel 
according to Matthew, urge a practical of the view 
of Christ which is thus exhibited in this Gospel. The 
practical character of the Gospel is such as of itself 
demands its practical iraproveinttiit. We here, if any 
where in the Gospels, behold the example which Christ 
hath left us that we should follow His steps. It was 
a bright example. How we should delight to look on 
k^irn as our Forerunner, and our Companion also, in 
t^"e service of the Lord. 

It is encouraging to ministers to observe how in 
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this Gos 2 )el they arc specially instructed to do so. For 
when He is said to have ordained the twelve to the' 
aj^ostlcsliip, it is here added,—we do not find it so 
.in the other Gospels,—" that they might be ivlth 
Him,” as it were fellow-labourers with Him. And 
then again, when tliey went forth after His ascension 
to preach the gosped, it is also added here,;—and no¬ 
where else,—“ the Lvixl VMThiny ivlth them” that is, 
as a fellow-lahouier with them. 

Let servants in (jvery .station, workmen in every 
occu 2 )ation, also learn from Him in this Gospel to be 
faithful, zealous, untiring, uncom 2 )laining, jnayerful,— 
just like Him,—at their work. Even those who do 
not occuj)y an inferior 2 )osition in lifi; may here loai'u 
from Him how to serve the Lord in well-doipg. Here 
is a text for them from this Gospel;—“ For the j)oor 
ye have always with you.’’ Matthew and John also 
record these words ; but Mark alone adds—and the 
addition, as noted by him, is characteristic—“ and 
whensoever ye will, ye may DO them yood.” 

There is one word which is constantly used in this 
Gospel,—the word indifFerently rendered in our ver¬ 
sion, “immediately,” “.straightway,” “forthwith,” 
“ anon,” “ by and by,” “ as soon as,” * from which 
also, as it shows us how Jesus was always ready for 
His work and always getting forward with it, all of as 
may learn promj)titude, diligence, unwearied activity, 
and many other imjrortant virtiu's, in the various 
duties of our several places and relations. The duties 


* ivOeojs in the original,—It occurs about forty times in tliis 
Gospel, and»t>nly about other forty times in all the rest of the Kew, 
Testament together. 
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devolving on us in tlicso places and lolations may, no 
doubt, be bard to perform, very liard ; but it is here, 
in this Gospel, that wc are taught to look for that; 
“ And coiiKj, iahi up iJie cross, and follow Me ; ”— 
these words arc recorded by IVIark only ; and again, 
“ There is no man that lMth Icit house, or brethren, 
or sisters, or father, or mother, or wife, or children, or 
lands, for My sake and the Gospel’s, but he shall 
receive an hundredfold now in tliis time, houses, and 
brethren, and sisters, and mothers, and children, and 
lands, 'wifh persecutiou,s —these words are in Mark 
only—and in the worM to come eternal life.” “ The 
cross ! ” With persecutions 1 ” Bcdiold what is before 
us here. Eut then there is His own example to sus¬ 
tain us ii: bearing that cross, in sufh'ring those loerse- 
culi :nis ; and withal there is the bh'ssed hope that, as 
in His case, so in ours, the cross will bo followed with 
the crown, the persecutions with eternal life and glory, 
“ It is a faithful saying ; ”—“ If so be that we suffer 
with Him that wc may bo also glorified together. 
For I reckon that the sufferings of this present time 
are not worthy to lx; compared with the glory which 
shall be revealed in us.” 


c 



THE GOSPEL according TO LUKE. 


The inscriptions of the Gospels, though not original, 
v/orc certainly prefixed at a date which warrants us to 
accept them as authentic. 

The necessity of distinguishi])g the r('sp(5ctive 
authorship of the Gospels, by prelixing to each the 
name of its author, must have become obvious at a 
very early period from tlie number of copfuJ^ which 
rc(piired to be transcribed for circulation in tlie dif¬ 
ferent churches; and we are assured by those who 
have investigated the subject, that the Cliristian fathers 
universally represent the four Gospids as written by 
the persons whose names are still prelixed to them in 
our printed copies of the Scriptures. 

From the inscriptions we accordingly pass at once 
to the Gospels themselves ; and, as that which comes 
in turn, the Gospel according to Luke will form the 
subject of present consideration. 

I. THE EVANGELIST. 

It is not much that wo know of him. We know 
less of him than of any other writer of the Neyr Tes¬ 
tament Scriptures. His name never occurs in the 
Gospel narrative. According to an old tradition, he 
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is sometimes said to have been one of tlie seventy 
disciples whom our Lord sent out, two by two, to 
preach tlie gospel; but, except that he is the only 
evangelist who records the commi.ssiou of the sewenty,, 
tliere appears to be no evidence for the tradition. 
We may briefly state Hk! facts of his history, so far 
as they ejin be gathered from Scriptiii’(', Avhence our 
only certain knowledge of liim is* derived, 

1. He iViiH a hdovfd companion and fclloiv- 
lahoitrcr of the ApodJe Paul. The first time we meet 
with him in this eoniiexiuii is in thii Acts of the 
Apostles, a portion of Scripture of which he was like¬ 
wise the-autlu)!'. Tlrcre in th(i eour.se of the sixteenth 
% 

chapter we learn, from his exchanging the historical 
for the , lutobiographical form of narrative, that he 
accompanied tlie apostle and the party wlio Avent from 
Troas to prc'Jich the gospel in Mac(‘donia. Tliat he 
had been a convert to (diristianity fur some time pre¬ 
vious to tliis period is more than probable ; Inrt Avhen 
or where he Avars brought to the ktroAvk'dgo of the trirth 
we have no means of information. It is not likely 
that ho Avas converted by tlie ministry of Paul, for the 
apostle never calls’kirn his son, as he terms Timothy 
and Titus ; but the geiioi’rd use of the autobiographical 
term “ We,” in the I’ernaining portion of the Acts, as 
good as intimates that he contipued to accompany the 
apostle in at least the most important of those mis¬ 
sionary journeys Avith Avhich the history of the Acts is 
occirpied. Froin Troas we follow them to Philijrpi, 
Avlicrc Paul and Silas Avere scourged and imprisoned, 
and had their feet made fast tin the stocks. Again, 
* Ave find them together at Assos ; and we then fellow 
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and tlicncG to Tyre, whore cortaiii disciples said to 
•Paul through the Spirit that he should not go uj"* to 
Jerusalem ; and thence again to (V^sarea, Avhcj-e the 
prohibition was, as it wi*ref repeated by a })rophot 
nanu'd Agabus, Imt in vain ; for Paul wemt on to 
Jej'usalem ; and Luke, although.he had endeavoured 
along with others to prevail on him to comply Avitii 
the ])rohibition, accompanied him. It also a])pears 
that he afterwards went to (lesarca, and remained 
witlj the apostle in that eity during the two years of 
his detention by oiaha' of Fidix, the Roman governor. 
At all events, he accompanied him on tin; voyage to 
Rome, and shared in the shipwreck and sufferings J)f 
th(' voyage. On arriving in the city of tlic Cesars he 
drops all further notice of himself from the history ; 
but Avo may conclude that he remained with the 
apostle as a fellow-labouian’ in the Gospel, for his 
name appears in sonn* of the ('pistles Avhioh Paul sent 
from Ronu' to distant churches, as a beloved bi-other 
who joined with him in his greetings and salutations. 

2. From one of the ejnstlos of Paul Ave learn, in 
quite an incidental way, that he tens a physician hy 
profession. Perhaps the attachment which subsisted 
between him and Paul itiay receive an explanation from 
this fact. Both were persons of education, superior 
in point of literary acquirement to the generality of 
Christians of their day, and therefore more likely to 
be profitable to one another in their companionship. 
The attainjyients of Lukt, together Avith his modesty, 
amiability, and gentleness—for the honourable man- 

F 


them to Miletus, Avherc Paul had the very aftectin 
meeting with the elders of the Church of Ephesus 
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ner in which Paiil speaks of him as “ Luke tin? beloved 
physician ” would .seem to indiciite that he was a 
])crsoii of this cliaractcr—him out as the most 
suitable person of whom we know to bo the friend of 
the apostle after his separation from liaruabas. In 
their affectionate compa.iion.ship we are somehow 
reminded «of that of Luther and Melaucthon at the 
period of the Kefonnation. ^Paul, like Luther, is the 
grand actor, the moving spirit: he stands out promi¬ 
nently to public view, and all men behold with ad- 
niiration the intrepidity (d’ his character, the amount 
of his labours, and his unparalleled success ; while 
Luke, like Mel.ancthon writing in the back-ground his 
Conimon-plfices, llu' first system of diviriity ever pub- 
lisjied by*the Church of the lleformation, is a retiring 
spirit, also writing away, as it were, behind the scenes, 
and in his two volumes of the Gospel and the Acts, 
from which, unlike those who seek to immortalise 
their name with their work, Ije excludes all mention 
of himself by name, presents us with the first general 
history of the apostolic Church, from its foundation in 
the person, life, and work of Jesus Christ, to its erec¬ 


tion and full development under the oversight and in 
the labours of the apostles. 

It is not known whether the evangelist continued 
to follow his profession after elie was converted to 
Christianity. Certain it is that he wa.s advanced to 
the lionourable degree of being a physician of souls, 
for in the Epistle to Philemon, (ver. 24,) Paul men¬ 
tions him as one of his fellow-labourers,—“ Marcus, 
, Aristarchus, Demas, Lucas,” or as we commonly 
Anglicise it, Luke, “ my fellow-labourers.” It is 
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geiK'rally admitted that lie is tlie party referred to hy, 
tiio apostle in the Second Epistle of the Corinthians, 

^ (viii. 18.) “ And W(j have sent with him (Titus) 

•the brotlier whose pT-aise is in the Gospel in all the 
churches,” or, as some explain the reference, ])CThaps 
not (piito correctly,** “ Avhose praise for the Gospel is 
in all tlui churches,” or “ Avhose Gospel is the subject 
of praise in all the chur lies.” The last Sei'iptural 
notice of him occurs in the Second Epistle to Timothy, 
It i.s very honourable to him as illustrative of his 
Christian courage, and, at the same time, of his stroiu 
affc;ction for the apostle, who, after being brought 
before Nero the second time, exclaims with profound 
emotion, as, on the eve of martyrdom, he lies, in his 
solitary dungeon bound with chains, and forsaken by 
all his other friends, (iv. 9-11,) “ Do thy diligence to 
come shortly unto me. For Demas hath forsaken me, 
having loved this present world, and is departed unto 
Thcssalonica; Crescens to Galatia; Titus unto Dal¬ 
matia; onlij Luke iti with tnw” 

3. These notices of the evangelist would be incom¬ 
plete without a reference to his 'uatimicd and religious 
connexions before he became a Christian. Perhaps 
no question of a similar nature has been made the 
subject of so much inquiry and discussion as the ques¬ 
tion whether he were flien a Jew, or a proselyte, or a 
heathen. The question is not without its interest, 
and we may be permitted to state the grounds on 
which wc are disposed to agree with those who believe 
him to have been a Gentile. 

* Vldv ITowson au*l Conyl^eare ht locoy ami Smith of Jordajiliill on 
the ‘'Voyage and Shipwreck of St Vaiil/’ \\ 11. 
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In tho Epistle to the Colossians the apo.stlc distin- 
guiblies him from Aristarchus, Marcus, and Jesus, 
surnaincd Justus, wlio arc expressly said to have been 
“ of the circimicisiun ; ” and the conclusion seems in¬ 
evitable that h(! m\ist have bt'on bv birth a Centile. 
The conclusion is contirined by his bearing a (Jreek 
name, bydiis proficiency in the use of the Gret'k lan¬ 
guage, and by the (xceuliar, kind of dedication with 
which be begins both of his histories. In this last 
respect he stands alone in ilu' sacred Scriptures. All 
the othe]’ Seriiitural histories begin, according to the 
Hebrew style, Avithout any dedication ; Avhercas both 
of his histories begin in the Greek and Roman fa.shion, 
and tho di'llieation of tho Gosped has been ])articularly 
nqti^'cd by learned men as an execdlent specimen of 
classic writing. On these grounds it s(H'ms reasonable 
to conclude that he Avas a Greek or Gentile. 


Whether he Avas a proselyte to the JeAvish faith 
before he becaine a fdiristian, or AAdiether he passed 
over at once from Paganism to (.'hristianity, or whether 
he may Inwe been, like Timothy, a Gtaitile by his 
father’s side, through whom he obtained his Gn'ok 
name and his knowledge of the Greek tongue, but 
with a JcAvish mother, Avho imparted to him his ex¬ 
tensive aeipiaintance Avith the peculiarities of the 
JoAvish character, hiAVs, custotns, and religion-, is a 
question Avhich must be left unsettled ; there arc not 
sulficient data to determine it. It has been supposed 
that he Avas the anonymous disciple who is mentioned 
in hw Gospel along with Clcopas as walking with 
our Lord to Emmaus, and thdro is not a qvestion tjjat 
the supposition gives emphasis to the expressions, 
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"Art thou only a stranger in Jerusalem, and knowest 
not?” or, "Art thou Ihe o)ili/ dranger in Jerusalem* 
who hast not known the thinjjs which arc come to 

O 

pass there in these days ?” " We trusted tliat it had 

been ITc which should have redeemed Israel." But 
this is no more than a suppc^i^ition. 

The fact that he was a Gentile, or, at Icagt of Gen¬ 
tile extiactioti on the fai-her’s sjdo, is all that can be 
definitely ascertained. Even to this conclusion excc})- 
tion IS sometimes taken, on the ground that none of 
the books of Scripture can he believed to have been 
written by Gentiles. Yet no good reason can be 

assigned to show that the Holy Spirit should not em- 

• 

ploy Gentiles as well as Jews in writing •the volume 
of Inspiration. If the Book of Job was ^^’ittcn by 
Elihu, as some believe, we have at least one boojt of 
the Old Testament written by a Gentile. We have, 
at all events, two Old Testament books, the books of 
Ruth and Jonah, which treat of (hmtiles in a way 
which plainly pre-intiniated their participation of 
Gospel-privileges in the time of the ^lessiah. And, 
when Gentiles have been admitted into tlve Church, 
was it not most befittin*; that cue of their number 
should be employed as the writer of that portion of 
the. Scriptures which has recorded the fact of their 
admission into tlui Cl^rch, and the important events 
connected therewith? Is not the fact, that the middle 
wall of partition between Jews and Gentiles has been 
completely broken down, proved all the better, Avhen 
we arc not merely furnished with the history of it by 
a Gentile, but when w« have two whole books of the 
New Testament, and these among the most important* 
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of them, written by a Octitilc, or tlio sou of a Gontile ? 
The iiiy.steiy is now made known tljat tlie (ilentilcs 
should be fellow-heirs with Jews, and of the same 
body, and partakei’s of the promise in Christ by the 
Gospel. 

"I’lic fact is still furthc^’ confirmc<|,l when, on turning 
to the books written by Luke, we find that they are 
both addressee! to a person who, .like; himself, was evi¬ 
dently a Gentile, It was once v(uy eommoiily believeel 
that ^riieophilus, to whom both books are addressed, 
was a tictitious name, whieh emght to be taken accord¬ 
ing to its literal sigaiitieation—“a friend of God”— 
as ilcscr'ptivc of any discij)le, or as comprehensive of 
all ‘disciples ; to whom the books should therefor' be 
consideresd as dedicated. This opinion must be set 
asK^e as altogetlua' \inwarrantable. It is not consis¬ 
tent with the })racticc of the sacred writers to intro¬ 
duce ideal characters into their narratives. The 


opinion that he was a Gentile rests on the most 
conclusive evidence. He was unquestionably a stranger 
to Palestine, for when the evangelist has occasion to 
mention ^ny country-town he uniformly specifies its 
locality, which he Vould not have done had he been 
writing to a native of Palestine, or to a Jew; “A 
city of Galilee, named Nazareth “ Capernaum, a 
city of Galilee;” “Arimathea, a city of the Jews.” 
He also mentions that the country of the Gadarenes 
is “ over against Galilee and, in the account of the 
two disciples to whom Christ showed Himself after 
His resurrection, ho says, “ They went to a village 
called Emmaus, which was from Jerusalem about 
‘threescore furlongs.” In like manner he relates that, 
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after the n'surrection, the disciples “ returned to 
Jerusalem fr<.)m the mount Olivet, which is from Jeru¬ 
salem a Sahhatli-dny’s journey.” It is he also who 
gives the Greek name “ Calvary,” instead of the 
Hebrew “ Golgotha,” to the mount where our Lord 
Avas crucified. C'k'arly th^s particularity respecting 
localities and distances proves that Theophilus Avas 
neither a Jew nor a native of Palestine. That he 
was an Italian may be held to be almost ceitain. 
This conclusion rests upon the fact that, Avhile Luke 
is particular in specifying the situation of places in 
other countries, he dismisses all this particularity in 
his references to the cities of Italy. In the outs(‘t of 
the voyage of Paul to Porno, he marks thasituation of 
the dilfei'ont places passed or touched at by^he vessel, 
but as soon as he approaches Sicily or Italy he n^mes 
places, as may be seen in the last chapter of tlu; Acts, 
without saying a word re.specting their .situatioir,— 
Syracuse, Rhegium, Putcoli, and even the Ajrpii 
Forum, and the Three Taverns in Pome,—places 
Avhich would certainly have rerpiired some geographi¬ 
cal notice or description if Luke had not ,had every 
reason to knoAV that Theophilus, ss an Italian, perhaps 
a Roman, Avas intimately acquainted with them. 

4, To conclude these notices of Luke, Ave have only 
to add that the remainder of his history is involved 
in great uncertainty. There arc several ancient tra¬ 
ditions respecting him preserved by the early eccle¬ 
siastical historians, but they are so contradictory that 
little or no reliance can be placed on them.^ It is 
indeed a pretty genen^ly received opinion that he was 
a native of Antioch in Syria, and his references ill 
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tlio Acts of the Apostles to Antioch arc such as serve 
■materially to corroborate the opinion. It has also 
been affirmed that ho was a painter as well as a phy¬ 
sician; but the tradition on which the affirmation rests' 
is not ohler then the foui teenth century, and is wholly 
unworthy of credence. J^cry likely it originated in a 
misunderstanding of some rhetorical allusions to the 
pen-portraiture, so to speak, which occurs so often in 
his (losptd. By one of the’tfathers it is said that he 
died iniinarricd, at the advanced age of eighty-four; 
and the statement is not unlikely to be corject, but 
that is all that can be said about it. 


II. THE GOSPEL. 


has characteristics, not a few, which have attracted 
a very general and deeply-interested observation. We 
canmjt examine them at length. Some of them we 
shall hardly do more than mention. 

1. ]t luin much more of a strictly historical cad 
than, the other ijospeh, and as a chronicle of the facts 
of the life of Christ it is also 'iniwli more complete. 
Iv,s historical chaVacter is expressly announced in 
the dedication. Then, in the body of the Gospel, 
wt! meet witli numerous historical references. The 
liistorical phrase, “ It came to pj^ss,” occurs in it well- 
nigh as often as the word, “ Then ” in Matthew, and 
“ Straightway ” or “ Immediately ” in Mark. Dates 
are also often given. One occurs in the first chapter, 
There was in the days of Herod, the king of Judea, 
a certain priest named Zachajias and another in 
the second, “ And it came to pass in those (lays, that 
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there went out a decree from Cesar Augustus that all 
the world should bo taxed ; and this taxing wns first* 
made when Cyrenius was governor of Syria; ” and 
again another in tlic third, “Now in the fifteenth year 
of the reign of Tiberius Cesar, (Pontius Pilate being 
governor of Judea,;ind Heroi^ being tetrarch of Galilee, 
and his brother Philip tetrgrch of Itjirea and of the 
region of Trachonitits, and Lysanias the tetrarch of 
Abilene, Annas and Caiapnas being high priests), the 
word of God came unto John, the son of Zacharias, in 
the wilderness.” Others of a mon* privatg kind occur 
still more frc<j[uently. The circumcision of the infant 
Jesus is said to have taken place “eight days” after 
his birth ; and the presentation in the temple, “ when 
the da 3 's of the jiurificalion according to tlf^r law of 
Moses W(*re accomplished.” Anna is said to l^avc 
been “ a widow of about fourscore and four years,” 
and to have lived Avith an liusband “ seven yt-ars from 
her virginity.” J(!sus is said to have been “ twelve 
years old ” when he went to the passover, Avhere lie 
signalised Himself among the doctors by His und(‘r- 
standing and answers ; and to have been about “ thirty 
years of age ” Avhen lie was bapuised by John in 
Jordan. The daughter of Jairus is said to have been 
“about twelve years of ago;” the Avoman having an 
issue of blood to have suffered “ tAvelve years ” from 
it; and the woman which had a spirit of infirmity to 
' have been boAved tog(ithor “ oightc'on yeais.” The 
facts of ex-scriptural history are also adverted to Avith 
considerable frequency. We can but mention the 
references ^to Cesar Augustus and Tiberius Cesar, to 
the various branches of the family of Herod, and to' 
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ovents liko the census wlicn Cyrenius was governor of 
Syria, the fall of the tower of Siloain, anti the massacre 
by Pontius Pilate of the Galileans on occasion of tljeir 
sacjificial services at a Jerusalcrn-festival. In addition* 

f 

to these things, tlu‘ history begins at an earlier pt'riod 
than in the other Gospej^s. It begins “from the very 
first,” so to speak. There is nothing elscwht'nt to 

% 4 

correspt^nd to the history of tlie first two chapters, 
which is singularly fulL ‘Tliere is also great fulne.ss 
of detail in what follow's, ^ome parts are no doubt 
epitomised as compared with thc»accounts of Matthew 
and Mark ; but otlnas are very circumstantial and 
minute, sometimes indc.'ed as picture.squely graphic as 
the accoun.ts of Mark; and nearly nine whole cliapters, 
recording the incidcaits and discourses of the final 
iohrney to Jerusalem, are quite original; that is to 
say, they have no parallel in the other Gospels. The 
history is also carried beyond the resurrection to the 
ascension. It traces out, in short, the whole history 
of redemption in the life of Christ from its beginning 
to its end, and in this respect is, above all the rest, 
the hltiforlcal Go.spcl. 

2. The 2 m)fesnkm of the evangelid ns a 'physic/uub 
has also hft traces of its impress on this Gospel. It 
is here that the first text from which Clirist preached 
is given at length, “ 'Ihe Spirit of the Lord is upon 
Me, because He hath anointed Me to jjrcach the 
gospel to the poor; He hath sent Me to heal the 
hrohen-hearted, to preach dcliverence to the captives, 
and recovering of sight to the blind, to set at liberty 

year 
heal 


them that arc bruised, to preach the acceptable yea 
■ of the Lord and that the proverb, Physician, hec 
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tln/self,” is recorded as having been (quoted by Him 
in the course of His sermon on that text. It is licaxi* 
also that in the account of His teaching on one 
occasion the singular expression occurs, “ Tlio power 
of the Lord was present to h<>(d ; ” and that in the 
Commission given,to the tw(^v<5 and to the seventy—• 
the commission to the seventy is only recorded in this 
Gospel—it is said, He sent them to prcacli the 
kitimlom of God iiwA Lo heal the nick “And into 
whatsoever city ye enter, and they receivt' you, eat 
such things as are set before you, and heal the siek 
that are therein.” Like the other Gospels, this 
Gospel also records the miracles of healing vvliich our 
Lord preformed, but more numerously, as well as with 
more minuteness of detail,—sometimes of technical 
detail, or in a way which very plainly indicates the 
physician. The fever of Simon’s wife’s mother is 
described, according to an old scientific distinction in 
certain cases, as “a great fever and as a physician, 
who had carefully impiired into the facts of the case, 
woidd naturally remark. He is said to have “ stood 
over her,” when He “rebuked the fever.” The leper 
is described in medical terms as ‘full of leprost/.” 
The paralytic is described as taken “with a palsy;”—in 
the original the word is technical, and, although 
not exactly translatal)le, may be rendered “ struck 
with 2)aralysis.” Tljc centurion’s servant who was 
dear unto him is described as “ sick and, ready to die.” 


* In his treatise on the difference of fevers, Galen says that physi¬ 
cians were accustomed to distinguish fevers as tlic great and small 
fevers. (Kai (rvvriQet riSri rois tarpoi^ ofiofia^eiv evrovTU) yevet ras 
6ia<f>opas rov ^^ya.v re KaifiiKpov irvperovy —Quoted by 8mith of Jordan- ^ 
hill, in his Dissertation on the Life and Writings of St Luke, p. 2.) 
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The woman who had an ivSaue of blood twelve years is 
described as having “ spent all her living upon physi¬ 
cians ; ” but without casting any reflection on “ the 
profession/’ as is done in another Gospel-account or 
the casi‘, it is simply added, “ Neither could tdie he 
healed of (my.'’* The »'vuman which had a spirit of 
infirmity ^ eighteen years is described as “ bowed 
togetherf so that she “could in oio wii^c lift tip 
herself” It is here w'c are told that, wdien the devil 
sought to destroy the demoniac out of whom lie was 
expelled, he “ hurt him vot ; ” that when Jesus said 
of the (laughter of Jairus, “ She is not dead, but 
sleepeth,” those who laughed Him to scorn “ knew that 
ahe was dead ; ” that when He was in the garden of 
Gethscinf no, “ being in an agony. He prayed more 
eah'cstly, and His sweat wtts as it were great drops 
of blood faliiiKj do wn to the ground and that when 
Peter smote the servant of the high priest, and cut 
off his right ear, Jesus answaned and said, “ Suffer ye 
thus far ; and He touched his ear and healed him” 
In fine, it is here tliat allusions to the healing virtue 
which flow(H] from, as it were, the very body 
of Christ, alone '*o3cur. “ Somebody hath touched 
M(', for I ])(‘reeivc that virtue is gone out of 
Me” “ And the whole multitude sought to touch 


t 

* The account of the case in Mark ia just M'hat might be exj)ccte(l 
from a fisherman like Peter, in writing, at tlie time and on the spot, of 
the probably inferior physicians who practised among the compara¬ 
tively poor and illiterate community of a fishing town or village ;— 
“ And a certain woman, which had an issue of blood twelve years, 
and had fnijfcred runny ihinys of many pliyHlclanH^ and had spmt ''— 
^wasted—stpiandered—thrown away— all that 1 ad^ and was 
noihiny but rather grew worse" 
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Him; for there looit virtue oat of Him aud 
healed them all” TIk'so iioticcH may seem trivial' 
enough when taken by themselves, and any thing in 
■tliem that is professional is certainly not obtrusive, 
but in their aggregate they arc not without importance; 
they bear a silent but not ineffective ti'stimony to the 
genuineness of the Gospel • and thuy alsc^ serve to 
illustrate very satisfactorily tluj fidelity of the evan- 
gcilist in ascertaining the facts of his narrative to the 
most minute particulars. 

3. As yet anotlu'r characteristic of this Gospel, it 
may be mentioned that the Injlneuccof Paid over the 
'mind of LnliC is reioarhahli/ coiispii uaiis in the spirit 
of it, iu the verp form of its c,epressions, and 'not 
infreqaenllp, 'tve may also venture to sa'^,'in the 
selection of the materials of v'hich it is coiiq^f^ed. 
There is an old tradition, according to which Luke is 
said to have been little, otlu'r than the amamumsis of 
Paul in the cotnposition of it ;* .and it is sometimes 
alleged th.at when Paul refers to his G(jspi‘l, as he does 
in more than one of his epistles, the reference is to 
this Gospel, .as drawn up by Luke, under his suijerin- 
tcndenco, if not diebation. It wofdd ajjpe.ar that the 
old hen'tical .sect of the Marcionites, who owtu'd no 
apostolical authority but that of Paul, received this 
Gospel as his, and rejected all the otheis ; and, on 
this account also, it has been held and described to 
be the Pauline Gospel. But the preface of the Gospel 
expressly contradicts the idea of its Pauline authorship. 

* Vide Smith’s Dissertation on the Oosi)els, p. Hi., and on the 
Writings of^Ht Luke, p. 45, for the references of the Fathers to. 
this tradition. 
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It as.sci‘t.s that it was drawn iij) by the evangelist liirn- 
self Iroin the testimony of those who “from, the 
b(‘(/lJinhiff 'were eyc-iuHiiesmn and ministers of tlio 
wold and wo know that Paul Avas not one of those 
authorities. It is, as it has lioen always designated, 
“The Gospel ((ccurditKj Vo XaZY',”‘not “The Gospel 
according +o Paul.” At the same time, the connexion 
of Luke with Paul does come out in various portions 
and references of the Gospel, indicating the .similarity 
of thought and feeling which obtained between them, 
and perhaps also some direction and information on 
tin? part of Paul. 

Every one w’ho has examiiuid the subject has 
observed the almost verbal coincidence between Luke 
and Paul''-ill their accounts of the institution of the 
Lord’s Suiiper, a coincidence which ap])cars the more 
remarkable, when it is compared with the accounts of 
the institution in Matthew and M.ark. Pefeierices 
to Jesus as the Saviour, to the free forgiveness of sins 
and justification in the righteousness of faith, to the 
person and work of the Holy Spirit, to the exercise of 
holy Christian joy, and to the duty of glorifying God 
in every incident And event, are also much more 


numerous in this Gospel than in any of the others ; 
and every one knows that the epistles of Paul are full 
of these very topics. 

It has been noticed, too, that a resemblance may 
be traced between the apostle and the evangelist in 
the predilection which they both evince for the use of 
triplets. The faith, hope, and charity—the work of 
faith, the labour of love, and the patience of, hoixi,— 
the one body and the one spirit in the one hope,—the 
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ono Lord, the one faith, and tlio one baptism,—tlicoiie 
God and Father of all, who is above all, and through 
all, and in all,—the of Kiui, and through Him, and to 
Him, are all lhing.s,—the being strengthoiK.'d by iho 
Spirit in tlie inner man, the being able to comprehend 
the love of (dirist,* and the ?)eing tilled with all tho 
fulness of Goil,-—the grace of our Loid Jesos Christ, 
tlie love of God, and the communion of the lL;ly 
Ghost, bo with you all ;—these and many other trini¬ 
ties of expression which occur in the epistles of Paul 
must bo quite familiar. Tn Luke the .same kind of 
triune statement not unfrequenlly occurs. It is by 
him that tho people and the publicans and the soldiers 
are recorded to have, one after another, or fhree times 
over, asked John the Baptist, “Master, whatSihall wc 
do ?” It is by him that tho parable (jf the lost slfeep 
is recorded along with the other two,—^with which, as 
joined by him in triple combination, we always connect 
it,—the parables of the lost piece of silver and tbti 
prodigal son. With Matthew, ho ndatc.s how, in the 
illustrations of two men separated from one another in 
the field and two women separated ^frorn one another 
at the mill, Christ forecast the unexpected chanicter 
of tho all-decisive separations which shall Ix) made 
on occasion of the final Advent, and then he again 
makes up the triplet in the record of the additional 
illustration, “I tell you in that night there shall be 
two men in one bed ; the one shall be taken, and the 
other shall be left.” With Matthew he also relates, 
how Christ said to one who offered to follmv 'Him, 
“Foxes ha^e holes, and’birds of the air have nests, but 
tho Son of man hath not where to lay His head and 
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to anotluT who wislied first to go and hury his father, 
“ Lot the dead biiry their dc'ad, but go tliou and preach 
the Ivingdoin of (Jod and tlicii he goes on to relate, 
iii a tliird example, how, when “ another also said, 
Lord, I will follow Thcc ; but hd, me first go bid them 
farewell Avhich are at hojne at my Louse ; Jesus said 
unto hinvNo man having put his hand to th(! plough, 
and looking back, is fit for the Kingdom of Clod.” 

But Ave must refiT tlu' further examination of this 


parallel betAveen Luke and Paid to private reading 
and research.* Too much may be made of it; we must 
beware of ///(ft; but at the same time it will be found 
neither uninteresting nor unimportant as at testing in 
it?! own significant manner the close assimilative friend¬ 
ship of ](Jaul and Luke, and in this resjiect also the 
geiWiinencss of tlu: (lospid. 

4. Let us ])roceed to elicit f//e dlafb/ctivG cJuimc- 
teriniic of t/tb GokixJ, no far as it respeZ-ts tiu' j/arti- 
cifjffr aspect Iff. iv/iic/i it conieinpJutes and (U'Jiihits the 
l/Asfor/j of Christ (o us. And here Ave may say at once 
that, according to the cherubic sjnnbol of the man-face 
Avith Avhich Ave have already identified it, it presents 
Christ as the tion of nnani, the partalMr of a (^ommon 
hunianlt/j with, 'inan, and therefore the kinsman, 
Redceniev of the human familij ivithout respect to 
national distinctions, or the tnicient separation of 
Jews and Gentiles ,-—the Author of a common .salva¬ 
tion for lost sinners every where,—-the Saviour of the 
world. And here, too, we may say, in a single sen- 


* Vlffr the three songs of Mary, Zaoharias, and Simeon : and ex¬ 
amine, Luke vi. 32-;M; xi 11-12, &c., in connection witii Matthew v. 
46-47; vii. 9-10, &c. 
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tpnco, that from this fact wc can undcrstauil liow tlic 
Spirit of God should have selected a Gentile to write 
this Gosp<d, and led him, too, to address it to a Gentile. 
Nothing could have been more l)efitting in the Gospel 
designed to s(it fortli C'hrist a,s the Saviour, not of the 
Jews oidy, hut of the Gentih^s also. 

Some illustrations of the .distiiictively hiunan char¬ 
acteristic of tli(j Gosjiel—(hey will be no more than sug¬ 
gestive—must hero he offered. Any thing like an 
exhaustive t'xpositioii. is at present quite impossihlc. 

(1.) Evarij stage hi the dcvelopinoit of the verit- 
ahle humaiiily of Christ is recorded in this Gospel 
with the 'litmost 'particularity. Here only do we find 
the salutation of Elisaheth, '* Blessed art thou among 
women, and hlcssed is the fru it of Ihy wo'udjS' Here 
only do we find “ the liahe wrapped in swaddhng 
clothes.” Here only do wc read of “ th(i circumcising 
of the Child.” Here only do we read that “ the 
Child grew,” or, as it should he rendered, that “ the 
Lad grew and waxed strong in spirit;” that “the 
grace of God was upon Him; ” that, “ when He was 
twelve years old,” “ His parents ” took Him with them 
to Jerusalem to “ the feast of the passovor ; ” that, 
after His interview with “ the doctors ” in the temple, 
“ both hearing and asking them questions,” “ He went 
down ” again with Hisq)arcuts and “ came to Nazareth, 
and was subject to them;” that He '^increased in 
wisdom and stature, and in favour with God and man ; 
and that, when He was baptised by John, He “ began 
to he about thirty years of age.” Nor do these notices 
of veritably humanity terminate with the development 
and attainment of His manhood. They are followed 

G 
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up by otliors cciually specific. These will be fouud 
111 numerous passages on to the' very end of the 
Gospel. To instance some of them ;—Here only 
do we read of “ the pn.yw which ho had .snehid,”' 
aii<l of “ the place where He had been hvou<jld up 
here only of ITis “ rrjvjicvrtg in-' Hpivlt of ITis 
“ weepinif over the city and of His “ I'lU'Aiiuj down” 
in prayer; hero only that in’(hdhsemaiie “there 
appeared an angel unto Him from heaven ,sfrciHjIhnL- 
itxj Jfhn” and that, “being in au ((ffooij, He prayed 
more earnestly, and His sivcat was as it were gi-eat 
drops of blood falling down to the ground;” here 
only that, like “ a rlfihteovs wav” wliich tlic cen¬ 
turion is here said to have called Him, He cried with 
His latest lireath, when expiring on the cross, “ Father, 
into Thy hands I commend Mij spirit;” and here 
only, that after His resurrection lie once and again 
veritiecl the reality of His rosiirrection-body to Hi.s 
disciples, by “ siitUx] <d nmit with Ihem,” by taking 
“ a piece of broiled fish and of an lioneycomb, and 
it before them,” and by bidding them “ handle ” 
Him to SCO that it was Himself,—as He is here also, 
and hero only, repoi’ted to have said,—“ If is I My~ 
self; for a spirit hath not jtesh ami hones its ye see 
Me hove” 

(2.) The human dependemcef of Christ on God as 
expressed by Him in prayers and sujiplicatio'ns is 
most faithfully recorded in this Gospel. The other 
evangelists also advewt to His prayerful exercises, but 
not by any means so frequently, or in the same con¬ 
nexion, or even with the samc^object. Here only arc 
we told that He was jjraying when the Spirit descended 
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ujioii Him at His baptism : “ Now wboii nil tlio people 
were baptiizod, it came to pass that Jesus also beiiij^ 
baptized, ami 'i>rauin(/, the heaven Avas opened, and 
the Holy (Ihost iloscend('il.” Hero only are we told 
that, when He had to seek retirement from the multi- 
tildes Avhii’h resorted to Him, He betook Himself to 
prayer : “ Hut so mueHi tlii' more went there a fame 
abroad of Him ; ami it multitude's came tooedber 
to hear and to be lu'aled by Him of their infirmities. 
And He Avithdrew Himself into the Avilderness, and 
2 '>r(n/fd.” Hero only are avc told that His choice of 
the twelve apostles Avas made a,fter a night of prayer : 
“And it came to pass in those days that He went out 
into a nmuntain to pyay, and, roalln'Hfd ad nhjld in 
prayin' to God. And Avhcii it was day, He cahed itnto 
Him His disciples, and of them He chose twelve, Avhom 
also He naira'd ajmstles.” Here only are avo told that 
it Av.as at a tiim? when He Avas engaged in prayer that 
Peter confi'sscd Him to bo the Christ: “And it came 
to pass, as Ue was (done praying, His disciples Avero 
with Him, and He asked them, saying. Whom say the 
people that I am ? Tlu'y answei^ng said, John the 
Baptist; but some say, Hlias, and others say that one 
of the old prophets is risen again. He said unto 
them. But Avhom say ye that I am ? Peter answm’ing 
said, The Christ of G<k 1.” Here only are we told that 
the Transfiguration occurred when He Avas praying : 
“ And it came to pass about an eight days aftcu- tlu'se 
things, Ho took P('ter and eJohii and James, and Avent 
up into a mountain to pray. And as He 2 >vayed, the 
fashion of His countenance was altered, and His 


raiment Avas white and glistering,” Here otdy are 
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wc told that wliL'ii Ho gave Ills disciples a pattern of 

prayer, in Avliat is coniinouly called the Lord’s Prayer, 

He had just btd’ore been giving them a pattern of 

prayer iu His own example ; “ And it came to pass 

that, (tfi He V'dH pntyuuj in a certain iilace, when 

H e ceased, one of His disCiples said'unto Him, Lord, 

teach ns tc' pray,* as Jolnr also taught his disciples. 

And He said unto tlreni. Allien ye pray, say. Our 

Father which art in heaven.” Here only are wc told 

of His prayer for Peter, “ Simon, Simon, Satan hath 
* 

dcsii'ed to have you that he may sift you as wheat; 
but I h are 'prayed for iliee that thy faith fail not;” 
and of iTis repealed prayers in Cethsemaiio, “//e 
prayed nami earncfitly; ” and of His prayers when 
on ,the ci'oss, Father, forgive them, for they know 
not \Vhat they do ; ” “ Father, into Thy hands I com¬ 
mend My spirit.” Nor is it only in these records of 
His own personal prayers that this Gospel evinces 
the spirit of prayer by which He was posse.sserl and 
animated ; it records His instructions on prayer more 
fully than any of the other Gospels. It is here ordy 
that we have the p)arable of the person who applied 
tat midnight to a neighbour for the loan of three loaves, 
bcca\ase a friend had unexpectedly arrived on a visit; 
the parable of the importunate widow; and the par¬ 
able of the Pharisee and the publican ; all bearing on 
the duty and the character of prayer. And it is here 
only that we also have the injunction repeated twice 
over to the disciples in Gethsemane, “ Pray that ye 
enter Jiot into temptation.” “ Why sleep ye ? Rise 
.and pray, lest ye enter into tenlptation.” Tthe Gospel 
has, in fact, been called the Gospel of prayer, and as 
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such it is emphatically the Gospel of humanity, of 
universal humanity ; and in this conm'xion it is worth 
while to notice and to remember that it is Ihe Gospel 
of the hii'inaiLify of Christ. 

(3.) TJlg reality of Ills hunuui. syinpathieH and 
affections is hronylit out iw this Gospel in a very 
(jreat variety of most inie'rcsiiny.details. We can 
oidy condescend on some of these details ; but our 
se](;ciion will be made so as to assist a pia'sonal and 
more minute examination. 

Take llis affection for children. Other iwangelists 
tell us how graciously He regarded- them ; but Luke 
commonly adduces some additional circumst.nice which 
discovers a tenderness in His regard, very touching as 
well as human. For examplt-, we leuu' from him 
that they were infants to whom our Lord ga'*e His 
ble.ssing on that memorable occasion, when He so 
winningly evinced Hims(;lf to be tlu; children’s Savicnir: 
“And they brought unto Him also infants that He 
would touch them.” We also learn from him that 
the daughter of Jairus, who was miraculously restored 
to life, was an only child : Matthew and Mark, as well 
as Luke, relate the miracle, but Luke alone mentions 
the fact in (piestion : “For he had one only dauijhter, 
about twelve ycuirs of age, and she lay a-<lying.” A 
similar notice occuis in his account of the iniracle 
wrought on the demoniac child, at the foot of the 
Mount of TVansfiguration. Both Matthew and Mark 

O 

relate this miracle also ; but Luke alone records the 
appeal with which the father of the child followed up 
his petition on its ')ehalf, “ Master, I beseech Thee, 
look upon my son, for he is mine o'idy child." At 
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once we «ee in tlie.se and otlier tender references to 
children, only to he found in Luke, how the fact.s 
mentioned in them must liave told on tlie liuman 
affection of our Lord ; and can w(' woiuhir that the 
Go.spel which contains them, containing as it also does 
the narrative of the Baptist’s and the Savioui’s child¬ 
hood, should have been calk'd “ the children’s Go.spel V* 
Woinoi also appear in tliis Go.spel to have shared 
in the alfi'ctionate rei<ard Lf our Lonl; and most 
certainly Tie appi'ars to havii largely shared in (heirs. 
Those who ministered unto Him of their substance 

f 

are here introduced to us by name : they arc not 
named in, the .same connexion ('Isewhere : “ Ccrtavn 
WOO)I'(‘II. whigh had been healed of evil .spirits and 
infirmities^ Mary, called JVlagdaleno, out of whom 
went'^soven devils ; and Jodiiint the wife of Chuza, 
Herod’s steward ; and Siiukii/iki, and many others, 
which ministered unto Him of their substance.” 
Martha and Mary, the one cumbered about much 
serving, the other sitting at Jesus’ feet, and hearing 
His word, are also for the first time introduced to us 
in this Gospi'l; and although we meet with them 
again in another (iSaspel, the account of them hero 
is at once peculiar and unnpie ; “Martha, Martha, 
thou art cari'ful and troubled about many things ; but 
one thing is needful; and Maryh^th chosen that good 
, part which shall not be taken away from her.” It is 
in this Gospel that we read how, as He was speaking 
on one occasion, a certain woman lifted up her voice 
and said, “ Blessed is the womb that bare Thco, and 
the paps which Thou hast suqjced.” And it is in 
this Gospel, too, that wo read how, on a Sabf)ath-day, 
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He lieale<l a woman wliich had a spirit of infirmity 
ei^'litccn years, and how, when Ho was hlamod for 
duiii<^ it on that day, Ho vindicated Himsolf in tliosc 
''telling yet tonching words, “ And ought not this 
ivunian-, being a daughter of .Abraham, whom Satan 
hath bound, !(►, th(!S('. oightcam years, bo loosed from 
this bond on the Sabbatli-djiy ? ” Ajnl agaiti, it is in 
this Gospel that wo rc'ad how women followed Him 
to the ei’oss, and how Hc' tui'nisl and said to them so ten- 


deily, “ l)aIlf)liters of Jorusalejii, weep not ibr Mo, but 
Aveop for yourselves and for your children ; for l)ehold 
tlio days arc' coming in which they shall say, Blessed 
are the barnm, and the wombs which newer bare, and 
the paps which never gave suck.” I'ki-si' notices, 
along with otlu'rs, such as of ]\lary and Elii^ibeth, are 
all to be found, and only to be found in Luke; ) and 
th(;y are <[uite in place in this distinctively human 
Gospel, demonstrating, as they do so finely, how the 
human heart of Christ Avent out in kindliest affection 


and sympathy as occasion calk'd. 

He further appears in this Gospel to have shown a 
particularly tender and compassionate regard to ividoies. 
We do not refer to the attracti\ely interesting story 
of Anna, “ a widow of about fourscore and foar 
years because, although we oidy read of her in this 
Gospel, she is introduced into it for the sake of show¬ 
ing, not His interest in her, but hers in Him. There 

O’ ’ 

are but three nolices to which we shall advert. It is 


in this Gospel only that wo find His first sermon at 
Nazareth with its reference in point: ” But 1 tell you 
of a trutlj, many wiihws were in Israel in the days 
of Elias, when the heaven was shut up three years 
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and six months, when great famine was througliont 
•all th(> land ; hnt unto none of them was Elias sent, 
save unto Sarci^ta, a city of Sidon, unto a wouldn 
that v'dfi a widow.” It is in this Gospel oidy that'" 
we find the jiandde of the unjust judge who was 
constrained hy her importunity to* do justice to a 
widow, hecauso he said within liimsclf, Though I 
fear not God, nor regard man ; yet hecauso Huh ivido'XJ 
troubleth me, I will avenge Vier, lest hy her continual 
coming she weaiy me.” And again, it is in this 
Gospel only that we meet with the widow of Nain, 
whose touching story is told in such a way as most 
tndy coiresponds to the lunnu.'ihCHH of the Gosped. 
First, we aue told that the “dead man,” her son, who 
was “carried out” to be burieil, was “ the only hou 
of )u‘H 'inolher;” and we see at once how this was 
fitted to awaken in Christ the tiuestand tin' tenderest 


sympathy. 'fhen we are told tliat “sin; was a 
wuhno” an additional circumstance which could not 
fail to affect Him most deeply in JTis human sensi¬ 
bilities. Then again, wo are told that “ when the 
Lord Hdw her He had coinpaHHlo)i on her; ” and here 
we see how “ the 0 ^ 6 ; affecteth the heart,” stirring up 
the fountain of benignant feeling, and making it 
overflow in the (.‘xcreise of the most effective loving¬ 
kindness. And then again, afte^ the resuscitation of 
the young man, wc are told of the issue in the simple 
intimation, so exquisitely picturesque, so inimitably 
expressive of the finest human tenderness —“And He 
delivered him to his mother.” Those notices, peculiar 


as they are to Luke, are most characteristii^ of him ; 
and in their way they also serve to unveil the out- 
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gniii<Ts in most benevolent and blessed sympathy of 
the human heart of Christ. 

Again, in this Gospel, the jyoov arc shoAvn to have 
been particularly and compassionately notic(‘d by our 
Lord. Let the beatitudes be noticed in this connexion. 

j 

In Matthew they are given iw 4heir dee])er and more 
S 2 )iritual sense—“Blessed are the poor hi spirit;'' 
“ Blessed arc they that mtnirn ; ” “ Blessed are they 
that hunger and thirst ((fi r rifjht<;ot(.s}i(‘i‘ii; ” but here 
more pointedly and plainly, and in this r('s])ect also more 
truly human, as well as more truly gra.cious, “ Blessed 
be 2 /c pour, for yours is the kingdom of God;” 
“ Bles.scd are ye that hu iKjer now, for ye shall be 
filled “ Blessed are ye that ureji now, ior ye shall 
Jdvyk.” Let the injunction given at a chief Phari¬ 
see’s table respecting hiasts, as only to be found Lcre, 
be also noticetl—“ When thou makest a feast, call 
the poor, the 'nioimed, the hiine, the hliud., and thou 
shalt be blessed ; for they cannot reconpu.'iise thee, 
for thou shalt be rccom])ensed at the resurrection of 
the just.”. Let the ^^arables for the. jioor, as we find 
them here, be noticed too; tin; human bem'volence 
to bo seen in them is so very graeifius. There is the 
parabhi of the mnrria.ge-su 2 )per. I'lie parable is also 
to be found in Matthew, but in regal form. Here it 
is purely human; ti^id it gives at length—what 
Matthew omits, or f)uts in a mo.st iiuhifinito form—• 
the command to gather in the poor for gm'sts, when 
those who had been first invited refused the invitation, 
“ Go out quickly into the streets and lanes of the 
city, and biing in hither the poor, cind the mxiimed, 
and the halt, and the blind" And then there is the* 



lOG 


TIfK GOSPEL ACCORDING TO LUKE. 


parable of the beggar Lazarus. The parable is to be 
■found in no other Gospel. With what interest must 
the poor regard it. Can any but be thrilled by its 
simple stojy—“ And it came to pass that ilm 
died, and ivas carried hij Uic angcLs into Atyrahaoi's 
hosotn” “ J\^<nu he ib forte d" All these refer¬ 
ences to the poo.r are most certainly lun’o in place. It 
is from this Gospel we ehietly learn how for our sakes 
Christ Himself became poor ,—“ laid ia a vuDigrr ” 
at His birth,—the saeriliee of poverty offered at His 
presentation, “acconling to that which is said in the 
law of tin* Lord, A pair of turtle, (lores, or l/ro i/oung 
pigeons j ” and with tlu'se and otliei’ analogous notices 
of His humble life as here recorded, we cannot be 
surprisecl*; to tind so many notices of His brotlaaly- 
kihdm'ss for the poor, illustrating and cxcanplifying, 
most expressiv('ly as they do, the fulfilment of His 
mother’s song, which is also to be found here oidy— 
“ H(i hath put down the mighty from tlnfir seats, and 
exalted thou of loir degree. He hath filled tlie hungry 
Avith good things, and the rich He hath sent empty 
away.” 

To oal(U(.sts alsd Ho is seen in this Gosped to have 
manifested a most graciously benevolent regard. We 
might here refer to His friendly recognition of publi¬ 
cans, so abhorr(;d as they wer^'., on account of their 
professional character and occu})ation, by all the Jews. 
The parable of him who stood afar off in the temple, 
and Avith downcast eyes smote upon his breast, saying, 
“ Go(^ he mercifid to me a sinner,” is in this Gospel 
only. The story of Zacchcus, who “ received him 
joyfully ” when He offered to become his guest, is also 
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in tliis Oo.spt'l only. But wc pass from these and 
other distinctively ])eculiar references to various ■ 
notices of His tcnder-hoartedticss to those who were 
even more despised, and deservedly despisi'd. It is 
in this Gospel only that we hnd the story of “ a 
wo'HKiii, in llui cihj, which a, .sin tier ” v/iUx its 

touching record of her humble ])enitejiee at Tlis feet, 
and His gracious aceeptanci' of her h>ve and forgive¬ 
ness of her sin. And it is in this Gosjjel oidy that 
we find that “ Gos 2 )el within the Gospel,” the parable 
of iJte pC(nH()al son, with its inimitable portraiture of 
his prodigacy, degradation, r(‘|)t'ntanc-e, and welcome 
home. And, again, it is in this Gospid only that we 
find, what has beem to many dying and despairing 
sinners the most blessed gospel-memoir in tXe- Bible, 
the memoir of the ])enitent “ indLcfacfor” on iTie 
cross, with that humble prayer of his, so heart-affect¬ 
ing, "Lord, rememluir me when Thou comest into 
Thy king<lom and that soul-thrilling answer of our 
Lord’s, so very, very gracious, “ Verily, I say unto 
thee, to-day shalt thou be with Me in paradise.” 
These various notices, as found only in this Gospel, 
are most remarkably distinctive ; and he- must be 
very slow of apprehension who does not discern, as 
reflected in them, the tenderly gracious exorcises of 
that human heart, of which this Go.spel is so much 


the mirror. 

(4.) Once more, in this Gospel the catholic rela¬ 
tions of Ills humanifij come out in very 'iiumerous 
refereiices and incidents. 

Look at the table of ^His genealogy as it is licre 
recorded. In Matthew it traces up Ilis ancestry in 
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the legal line to Ahmham, and tliere it stops: it is 
a strictly Jewish genealogy. Here it holds to the 
•tiafiiral VniQ ] and, to show His relation to the entire 
family of man, runs up to the common father of the 
race in Adam, the first of men : it is a purely human 
genealogy. The first slwnvs His relation to the nation, 
the second His relation to the world. 

I * 

Look also at the ])aral)les as they are here reoonh'd. 
The very farm in which they begin is characteristic. 
Those which are recorded by JVIatthcAv, hearing as 
they do u]>on the, roya,l dignity of Chiist, begin, “ The 
kingdom of heaven is 'like.” “The kingdom of 
hcav(‘n is like unto a man which sowed good seed in 
his ileld.’o “The kingdom of heaven is like to a 
grain of/mustard-seed.” “ 1'he kingdom of heaven is 

O I o 

liW^ unto leaven.” “The kingdom of heaven is like 
unto treasure hid in a field.” 
heaven is like unto a mei'chantman sc-eking goodly 
pearls.”* In Luke, on the other hand, the royal 
formula is never used ; every one begins with a dis¬ 
tinctively human reference. “ A.nd the Lord said, 
Wheivunto then shall 1 liken the oacii of this genera¬ 
tion ?” “A certaen mcivt went down from Jerusalem 
to Jericho, and fell among thieves.” “ The ground 
of a certain rich ^nath brought forth plentifully.” 
“ A certain 'titan had a fig-tre^ planted in his vine¬ 
yard.” “What 'man of you, having an hundted 

sheep.” “A certain nnm had two sons.” “There 

was a certain rich 7Han, which had a steward.” 

* Tlicre rare but three parables in all, as given by Matthew, 
whieli do not begin with this i>eculiaV form ; but cvefi in them there 
are royal references both characteristic and significant. 


‘‘Tlio kingdom of 
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“ Tlicie was a cortain rich mav, which was clatlicd 
in purple and fine linen.” The diflforonce hetween 
the two Gospels in this respect may he still more 
impressively recognised by a comparison of such 
parables as happen to be contained in both. Take 
the parable of tlic Gospel-^u*l)pcr. As given by 
Matthew, it begins, “The kingdom of heavey is like 
unto a C('rlai'ti kinr/ 'w'hich made* a marriage fur his 
son, and .sent forth his servants to call them that 
were bidden to the wedding wluaa'as in Luke it 
begins, entirely stripped of its royal references, “A 
ce.rtahi iinui made a gieat supper, and bade many.” 
That both expressions were used by our Lord on 
difterent occasions—sometimes the one, mid some- 
times the other’—is not unlikely to be tr'^e; but 
whether or rrot, that which occurs in liuke rmist 
aptly answers to the object of his Gos[)el, as charac¬ 
teristically the Gospel of the Son of man. Mdic cun- 
tents of the parables, as recorded by him, will also be 
found to bo as thoroughly characteiistic in their 
human catholicity. Take the parables of the good 
Samaritan, of the rich man whose ground brought 
forth plentifully, of the prodigal son* of the rich man 
and La/arus, of the importunate widow, of the Pharisee 
and the publican,—all of them peculiar to this Oosjiel, 
—and whether they bt viewed in their outward form 
or in their specific meaning, it will bo seen at a glance 
that their teaching is generically human, looking out 
on man as ipan, apart from national and sectarian con¬ 
nections,—ill his catholic relations to the world at large. 

And her^, to conclude these references, look at the 
frecpiency with which the Gospel notices every thing 
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wliidi be.ars a gracious aspect to the Gentiles. It is 
certainly not e^clusive in this respect. It does not 
fail to notice gracious references to the Jews as well. 
It is quite catholic in its regards. Here are a few of 
the Jewish reference.s : “And many of Ike. ckihlirH of 
Israel shall He turti to'tlie Lord their God.” “And 
the Lord ,God shall give unto Him the throne of Ills 
father David.” “ Ulessed^be the Lord God of Israel, 
for lie hath visited and redeemed His people.” 
“And tlie glory of Thy people, Israel." “And ougLt 
not this woman, being a danejlder of Ahrahaiti, 
Avhoni Satan hath bound, lo, the,sc eighteen years, be 
loosed from thi.s bond on the Sabbath-day?” “ Tliis 
day is sahatiou come to this hou.se, forsoinuch as he 
also is soil of Ahralaim." “0 Jerasedem, Jevu- 
sa\bm, which killcst tlui prophets, and stonest them 
that are sent unto thee ; how often wouhl I have 
gathen'd tliy children, as a hen doth gather her brood 
under hei' wiug.s, and ye would not.” “ Tf Ikon liadst 
known, even thou, at least in thi.s tljy day, the things 
whicli belong unto thy p(?acc.” But tin* references 
to the Gentiles ar(>. much more nunionais; and they 
are also most e.'ipressive. Here is the song of 
Zacharias, in which he welcomes the I’ise of “the 
day-spring,” “to ejlre light to them that sit hi darh- 
'ticss and hi the shadoie of Kleath.” Here is the 
annunciation to the shepherds of the birth of Christ, 
“ Behold, I bring you good tidings of groat joy, which 
shall be to all people."* Ht;re “just ,and devout 

i 

* Tliia, it is true, may bo rendor^tl, “To all the peojile;’* but 
still, e^'CJl if it should uot be eousidcrod as rofen iug ^’niiiediately to 
the Gentiles, the expression is charactcriatieally luunan, 
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Sime<jn ” .speaks of the salvation of God in Olnkst a.s 
“prepared before the face of all people, a LUjld 1o 
liijhlen Ike. GenJiles” Here, in (pioting from Lsaiali 
f^he prediction regarding John tbo Baptist as “ tbe 
voice of one crying in tli<‘ wilderness,”—Avliilo Matthew 
and Mark stop slioft with tin? AVords, “ Prepare ye the 
way of the Lord, make Hhs paths straight,”—Luke 
com})leti's the cpiotatlon, as looking out most benig- 
nantly on the Gentile w'orhl, “ Every valley shall be 
filled, and every mountain and hill shall be brought 
low, and the crooketl shall be nmdc straight, and the 
rough ways shall be made smooth ; and a,II jlexlt shall 
see the salvation of God.” Here we have the dis¬ 


course in the .synagogue at Nazareth, in nvliieh our 
Lord so much provoked His townsmen by piloting the 
proverb, “ No prophet is accepted in his owm country,” 
and reminding th.ein in proof how, as typically pre¬ 
dictive of His own case, the prophets Elias and 


Elisens were sent on different 


occasions to bless 


Gentiles in preference to Jews: “But 1 tell yoir of a 
truth, many widow^s were in Israel in the days of 
Elias, when the heaven was shut up three years and 
six months, when great famine 'W\as thi'onghout all 
the land ; but unto none of litem v'dft Elko^ tienf, xave 
niilo Earepla, a cili/ of Ealon, unto a woman that 
was a widow. And «many lej)ers were in Israel in 
the time of Elisens, and none of tlu*m Avas cleansed 
saving Nita'nian. the Sf/rian.” Here Ave have His 
rebuke of James and John Avheu they pi-o])osed to 
consume with fire from heaven the village of the 
Samaritans^ in which He Avas not received, beoauso 
His face was as though He should go to Jerusalem, 
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“Yc know not what tnannor of spirit yc arc of. For 
tlio Son of man is not como to dostroy men’s lives” 
—how truly catliulic Tlis grace—“ not come to destroy 
men’s lives, but to save them.” Piero we read of 
“the times of the Gentiles”—that is, the times 
appointed for the full iubtinging of-the Gentiles along 
Avith the Jews ii;to the Chuieh of Christ: “And they 
shall fall by tin; edge of the sword, ainl shall bo led 
aAvay captive into all nations ; and Jerusalem shall 
be trodden doAvn of the GeJitiles, until the limes of 
the Ge)itile.s he fidfilled.” Here, in a Avord, avc read 
of JeAvs and Gentiles being both addressed by the 
Gospel lU the message of its mercy: “ And that 
repentance and remission of sins should be preached 
in His name, amoiuj <dl mdions, hcglnniinj at Jern~ 
saleAn." All these references to the Gentiles, as they 
are to be found only in this Gospel, are at once s(;(;n 
to be in their proper place, Avhen we remember that 
Luke Avas a Gentile, and that he wrote his Gospel to 
a Gentile, and that his object was to exhibit Christ as 
the Son of man in His broad relations to the family 
of man, or as the kinsman-Hedeemer, not of the Jews 
only, but of the Gentiles also. 


And now, to Avind up the examination of this 
Gospel, let us seek to make ct practical use of the 
view of Christ as seen to be presented by it. It is 
not enough that we are able to trace the specific 
features of His character and life as they are here 
exhibited. We must receive into our heart and home 
the glorious One who is thus xovealed; an<jl wo must 
look at Him, and look at Him again and again, until, 



THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO LUKE. 


113 


by the contemplation, we are transformed into His 
very likeness, until “ we all, with open face beholding’ 
as in a glass the glory of the Lord, are changed into 
•the same image, from gloiy to glory, even as by the 
Spirit of the Lord.” The Gospel has not beon written 
to please our sense* of beauty,* or our emotions of taste 
and tender feeling ; the object it has in view is our 
salvation,—our deliverance from sin,—our conformity 
to Christ,—our preparation for heaven. 

In the study of it, as wc have it here, let us therefore 
remember that its exhibition of Him, as the Son of man, 
is designed to show us what ive should bo as men ,—that 
as He was, so shoidd we be in the world. Let cjdldreji 
look at Him,—the Child subject to His parents, and 
attending with them on the ordinances of Gf»d,—and 
learn a lesson of youthful piety and fili.al duty. Lot 
men look at Him wdicn on His knees,—at His baptism, 
—in choosing His apostles,—on the moiintain apart,— 
in all circumstances, and on all occasions,—and learn 
that “ men ought alw.ays to pray, and not to faint.” 
Let all look at Him in the exercise of His human 
sympathy and compassion, and learn to be kind one to 
another, tender-hearted, pitiful, compassionate, merciful, 
—look at Him as the Saviour born unto “ all people,” 
“ a Light to lighten the Gentiles, and the glory of 
His people Israel; ” afid learn to send the Gospel to 
both Jews and Gentiles, so that they and we may share 
alike in the “ common salvation ” bestowed by Him. 

In fine, let us “ come unto God by Him,” “ the 
Man Christ Jesus,” the one only Mediator. Let us 
hear Him .^y in answci to the prayer of the ancient 
Church, “ O that Thou wert as my brother, that 



114 


TIIK GOSPEI- ACCORDING TO LUKE. 


sucked the breasts of my moihor,”—Behold, I am 
according to thy wish ; I also am formed out of the 
clay : behold My terror shall not make thee afraid, 
neither shall My hand he heavy upon thee and as 
we believingly .contemplate Him in this character, wo 
shall find that He grows upon us, and that we our¬ 
selves grew in the contemplation of Him; insomuch 
that,—while, as here seen,in Luke to he the Son of 
man, He may he truly said to have become like us, 
—wo at length may also be said to become like Him, 

as next He is seen in John to be the Son of God, 

» ^ 

warranting us then to say in the lively hope of the 
most jubilant expectation, “ Behold, what manner of 
love the Father hath bestowed upon us, that we should 
be callGl the sons of God ; therefore the world 
knbwcth us not, beca\isc it knew Him not. Beloved, 
now arc we the sons of God ; and it doth not yet 
appear what we shall be ; but we know that, wlicn 
He shall appear, we shall be like Him ; for wc shall 
sec Him as He is. And every man that hath this 
hope, in Him purifieth himself, even as He is jjuie.” 
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Like tlie first of the Gospcils, the last was written by 
an apostle. All the C»ospt;ls are the product of one 
and the same ius])iration—the inspiration of the Holy 
Ghost. We receive them as alike of Divine authority. 
At the same time the apostolical Gospels haTC spL;tjial 
claims on our attention. They were written by 
cye-witiiesscs, ami in this respect their testimony is 
particularly valuable and welcome. 

On this account we turn with special interest to 
an examination of the Gospel according to John. Wc 
not unreasonably expect to be well rewarded by the 
examination of it. 


I. THE EVANGELIST. 

Perhaps he is as wc^W known to the Christian Church 
as any of the apostles. Even the Apostle Paul can¬ 
not be said to be better known. Hence in our notices 
we need not condescend to minute details. We shall 
confine ourselves to but a sketch of his history and 
character. 

1. His history may be summed up in a few brief 
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sentences. He appears to have been born of respect¬ 
able parentage in Bethsaicla of Galilee. 

We know nothing of his father, who was named 
Zebedee, except that he was a fisherman in apparently 
good circumstances; at least he was proprietor of the 
boat in which he carried 'on his avocation, and he had 
a number ^>f hired servants, or assistants in his employ¬ 
ment. 

Salome, the wife of Zebedee, appears to better 
advantage in the Gospel history. She is mentioned, 
along with other women of good standing in society, 
as having ministered to Jesus of her wealth or sub¬ 
stance ; and to her honour it is further related that 

f 

she followCil Him to the cross, and that she also 
accorapamctl the Marys on the morning of the resur¬ 
rection with sweet spices and ointments, which she 
and they had bought to anoint His body in the 
sepulchre. Doubtless she was a singularly godly 
woman ; and, as a wife and mother, an eminent bless¬ 
ing to her household. 

John, the second of her sons, was at fir.st one of the 
disciples of John the Baptist ; but, true to his office 
and functions as T)i(t the forerunner of the Messiah, 
that prophet-preacher directed him to “ the Lamb of 
God, which taketh away the sin of the world and 
he then became a follower of the Lamb, to whom, in 
some way or other, probably by his natural disposition 
and the warmth of his attachment, he made himself 
so dear that he is commonly known as “ the beloved 
disciple,” or “the disciple whom Jesus loved.” At 
the institution of the Lord’s Slipper, he “ \yas leaning 
on Jesus’ bosomthat is, he was honoured with the 
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place iie.Kt to Jesus, and on several other occasions he 
was also admitted by Him, along with his brother 
James and the Apostle Peter, into special confidence 
, iad fellowship;—they were the chosen witnesses of 
the raising of the daughter of Jairus, of the trans¬ 
figuration, and of. the agony in Gethsemane. Like 
the rest of the disciples, he gave way. to faint-hearted¬ 
ness on occasion of the apprehension of his Master ; 
but, with Peter, he soon rallied, and wo find him true 
thereafter,—present at the trial in the palace of the 
high priest, to whom he seems to have been personally 
known ; and again at the crucifixion, where, as he 
stood with Mary, the mother of Jesus, beside the cross, 
Jesus commended her to his care, and we arc told 
that ho “ took her unto his own home.” Hih* acquaint¬ 
anceship with the high priest, and his having a l*ouse 
of his own, may be hero noticed in evidence of his 
occupying a good social position, probably better than 
his fellow-disciples. 

After the resurrection and ascension of our Lord, he 
appears to have been associated for some time with 
the Apostle Peter in evangelistic labours; but, while 
many of Peter’s words and scrn.ons have been pre¬ 
served, not one sermon, not one word, of his remains. 
Except as he is found in company with Peter, we have 
no Scriptural record #f his discourses or of his labours 
anywhere. 

Tradition endeavours to make up in some measure 
for this silence of ’ the Scripture. We learn from it 
that during the persecution of the Emperor Dojnitian, 
he was banished to tl o island of Patmos, where he 
wrote the Apocalypse, as is stated in the beginning of 
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tlio Apocalypso It further relates tliat lie iilti- 

rnatoly heeauie a bishop of the (liurcli of hi[)hesiis, 
and (lied there in extreme old iige. Various iuterest- 
iiijjf incidents in his liistory, some of them evidently 
authentic, and others somewhat doubtful, are also 
presi'i ved by it, but we rannot detail them here ; they 
will be; found in .the ordinary ecclesiastical histories of 
the early ages, 

2, IJU character may bc’thougdit worthy of a pass¬ 
ing reference. The ideal g’enerally formed of him is 

that In; was a soft, ti;nder, almost femininely aftic- 

* 

tionatc spirit. The painters have plainly had to do 
with this impression of him, which is not (piitc sus¬ 
tained by the view to be obtained of his character 
from Scri^hmre. 

IJiere arc two incidents in his earlier history, as 
found in the Gospels, which arc not very honourable 
to him. Tdie one is the re<piest preferred to Christ 
by him and his brother, or by his mother in their 
name, for a princely pr(‘-erainence in the Gosj)(;l-king- 
dorn ; and the other is the recpiest, again preferred by 
him and his brother, for permission to bring down fire 
from In'aven in ostler to consume a village of the 
Samaritans, which refusc<l a shelter on one occasion to 
their Master. XJmpiestionably there is abundant 
evidence to show that, notwitligjjinding these indica¬ 
tions of the natural spirit, he was a most loving-hearted 
man. It is impossible to read his writijigs without 
discovering evidences of a profound intensity of affec¬ 
tion \^hich well entitles him to be regarded as the 
Apostle of love. Very probabl^y this was quo of the 
things which so much endeared him to his Master. 
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But tlic fei'bloiicss or olTouiinn.cy too fre([ueiitly 
ascribed to liiin lias no f'iundatioii in fact, .at least in 
Scripture. We lind him and bis brother Janies .sur- 
.r-'amed by our Lord, Boanerges, “sons of thunder;” 
loid if there was any coi-respondcnee between them 
aid tin; name, we cannot associate tin* idea of feeblo- 
n«ss or soflnoss with them. We also tind in his 
Gospel .and in his Epist’es^the iwidduces ftf a siivere 
moral earncsluess which ,re uttcady inconsistent witli 
aUiT thing of the kind. It is he wlio records these 
solnnn words concerning the unbeliever, “ Tlic wrath 
of God abideth on liim.” It is he also who records 
tluse other very fearful words concerning Judas, “ One 
of you is a devil.”—“None of them is lost but.the 
SOI of perdition.” And in his Epistles, so vodolcnt of 
lo\e, he likewise speaks most vehemently and i^iuer- 
gefically against heretics and seducers, “ Who is a liar, 
bu: he that deiiieth that Jesus is the Christ ?” “ lie 


is .\ntichrist, that denieth the Father and the Son.” 
“ ]f there come any unto you, and bring not this 
doctrine, receive him not into your house, neither bid 
bin God speed ; for ho that bhhhith him God speed is 
p.Trtakcr of his evil deeds.” It inay be added that 
tljc traditionary incidents of his apostolical life, which 
h.'.vc been h.anded down from the earliest ages, arc 
quite in keeping with what may be gathered of his 
ckaracter from tlicsc and other references. 

Altogether it woidd appear that, while it; would be 
too much to affirm, with some, that he was a vehe¬ 
ment and passionate, he was nevertheless a vigorous 
and energetic character, full of affection, but aS full of 
mental afid moral power, transformed by the grace of 
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God into a model of Christian loveliness, yet not the 
Jess, but all the more, a model of Christian manliness 
as well. From the grandeur of his conceptions in 
respect of God—of the Divine being, character, ary^ 
ways—he is commonly called John the divine; an! 
as such he was certainly in no sen^se a weakling—le 
was as masculine in intellect as he was affectionate in 
heart. 


II. THE GOSPEL. 


It is hardly necessary to say that this is, perhaps 
with most, the favourite Gospel. 

One has called it “ The heart of Christ.” Anotier 
has said of it, “ The hand of an angel has written 
it.”t A modern writer has said of it, almost as 3ri- 
tlmsiastically, “ Our fourth Gospel stands out fiom 
among the other three ])re-eminont, as the Sabbatl, or 
feast-day in Israel among the days of the week, as the 
office of the priesthood among the functions of die 
Levites, or like the gleaning of the grapes of Ephraim, 
which was hattev than the vintage of Ahiezer”'\' 

Let us turn from, these and other testimonies to 
examine the Gospel for ourselves. We shall require 
to touch but briefly on the various points in it,— 
there are so many,-—which present themselves for cur 
consideration. 

1. It is geTwrally believed that Uphesus, where John 
is said to have lived and laboured in his latter days, 


* Ern*ti and Herder, quoted by Tholuck in hia Commentary on 
the Gospel of John, p. 21. 

’ t “The Four Witnesses,” by Da Costa, p. 275. 
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was the place of its publication. Several of tlic 
fathers bear testimony to this effect, and there is no 
reason to doubt their testimony. From the Gospel 
. li'Self, wo can easily gather that it must have been 
written at a distance from Judea. Two facts may 
be noticed here iji proof: first, that the Evangelist 
uniformly names the Jewish people “ the Jews,” a 
designation very seldom used by the other evangelists, 
who commonly call them ‘ the people,” or “ the mul¬ 
titude and secondly, that, when he has occasion to 
refer to customs or circumstances peculiar to Judea or 
the Jews, he generally explains them ; as in the account 
of the marriage in Cana of Galilee, where he says, 
“ There were set there six water-pots of .stone, after 
the manner of the purifying of the Jews,, containing 
two or three firkins a-picce and again, in the acc/Junt 
of the interview between our Lord ami the woman of 
Samaria, where he parenthetically interjects such 
pieces of information as. When Jesus “ left Judea, 
and departed again into Galilee,” ‘‘He must needs go 
through Samaria ;” “ The Jews have no dealings with 
the SamaHtans.” These and many similar explana¬ 
tions plainly show that the Gospel must have been 
published in some other country than Judea, for there 
they were not required ; and we may therefore admit 
the traditionary referqpce of its publication to Ephesus. 

2. Again, it is commonly believed to have- been 
written at a date posterior to the destruction of Jeru¬ 
salem ; and by some of those who are given to the 
investigation of such subjects, it is even said tej have 
been the latest of the New Testament writings. 

The specification of Jewish localities in the past 
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toiiso, as if Uu'y woro no longer extant, may be tlins 
aceonnted for; “Bi'tliany nigli nnto Jerusalem 

f 

“Ho went forth with His disciples over the brook 
Cedroti, where ivas a garden;” “Now in the plaqe 
where He was eiueified thoKj W(J.fi a garden.” ft is 
true that the ])ool uf.llelhesda is_ spoken of in the 
prest'ut tense, “ Now tlierc la at Jerusalem by the sheep- 
market, a pool, which is called iti the Hebrew tongue 
Bethesda but there is historical evidence to prove 
that this pool remained long after the destruction of 
Jerusalem, so that the excc'ptional character of the 
reference to it seems iuttn»tional, and may be takim to 
be Confirmatory of the fact that it still remained wdiile 
othin* localities had been swept away by the ravages of 


war. 


^le 




Other peculiarities may be similarly accounted for. 
For cxanudo, it is only in this Gospel that Peter is 
named in the incidents of Oethsemane as the disciple 
who smote the high priest’s servant with the sword, 
and that Malchus is said to bo the name of that servant. 
The action was criminal, and, so long as the mention 
of names in connexion with it would have exposed any 
one to danger, tiny ^wore prudently suppressed. That 
they occur here would seem to intimate that the record 
was not likely to endanger Peter in any way ; if he was 
not dead, there was at h'ast no risk of his undergoing 
a criminal prosecution in Jerusafetn, Again, it is only 
in this Gospel that the resurrection of Lazarus is re¬ 
corded, At first it seems difficult to account for the 
omission of so extraordinary a miracle from the other 
Gospeds; but when wo are tol^l that the chief priests 

' * Vide TrelFroy on tlie Eternal Sonship, p. 212. 
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' * Vide TrelFroy on tlie Eternal Sonship, p. 212. 
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con suit (.'<1 lliat tlioy might put L:iz:n'ns as well as Jesus 
to death, wo see at once how tlu' public record of it. 
would have (jxasperated them still more against him ; 
g.i'jl how, from a n'gard to his safety, and that of his 
sisters, it was left to merc'ly oral publication till the 
power of the priesthood was at» an end, and Jeraisalcm 
destroyed. Once more, there is no^ mention in this 
Gospel of our Lord’s preditrtions respecting tlie dost ruc¬ 
tion of derusalem and tin dispersion of the Jmvs, and 
it appears reasonable to conchuhi that this was owing 
to their having already been fulfilled. 

After all, the main interest conncc,ted with the date 
of publication is the value imparted by tlm. lateness 
of it to the Gospel. As the last of the Gospels,'and 
although not last in order of the boohs pf the New 
Testainent, as one of tin; last of them, if not tln^ last 

of them, in point of date, what a claim has its repre- 

« 

seiitation of the Saviour on our regard; and with 
what importance is its testimony investial when, in its 
substance, it addresses us for God in what may be 
thus regarded as the farewell words of inspiration, 
“ This is My beloved Son, hear ye Him.” 

3. It is vary geAurally bcllavaAlM have, been wriHen 
for Chrislians as such. On this account it evidently 
occupies its appropriate position as the last in order 
of the Gospels. The. Gosptd according to Matthew 
was written for Christian Jews ; the Go.spcl accord¬ 
ing to Mark for Christian proselytes; the Go.spel 
according to Luke for Christian Gentiles ; but when 
Jcrusalenj was destroyed, and the Jewi.sh nationality 
broken up by the dispersion, these, along with other 
peculiar distinctions, were soon lost in the oneness of 
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the catholic Christian brotherhood; and hence this 
Gospel,—the Gospel according to John,—was written 
for Christians in their catholic relations, and is there¬ 
fore distinguished by cpiite a different kind of char»t'-, 
teristics from the former; by characteristics which 
arc certainly not Jewish, or Gentile, or transitional, 
but, if we may so put it,, positively Christian, purely 
Christian. 

4. It will he universally acknowledged that the 
characteristics of this Gospel are in general 'sontewhat 
prominent. We may proceed to notice a few of the 
most inviting as well as most outstanding, 

1. There is no mention made in the Gospel of the 
author s lutme. In this respect his modesty is strik¬ 
ingly apjf»arent. The same modesty is, no doubt, 
obs6*‘vablo in tlie other evangelists, who are similarly 
distinguished for their self-obliviousiiess; only here, 
although perhaps not so much thought of—for every 
reader has been taught to recognise the writer througli 
the veil of his concealment—it is more carefully, and, 
as it were, more studiously sustained. For example, 
while the twelve are freely enough spoken of as such, 
the list of their mimes is never given, so that in this 
way he completely escapes the necessity of naming 
himself in connexion with them. Then when occa¬ 
sions occur in which he has to, speak of himself, he 
docs it in the well-known general and indefinite ex¬ 
pressions, “ One of the two,” “ That other disciple,” 
“ The disciple whom Jesus loved.” In the same way 
he neyer, like the other evangelists, distinguishes his 
former master as the Baptist^; he simply calls him 
John, as if, in his idea, there was not another of the 
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same name that deserved to be known or distinguished 
from him. 

Nor can this be ascribed to indifference respecting 
tki identification of particular persons, for he is most 
specific in this respect: Simon Peter is distinguished 
by him from Simcii Zelotcs ; Thomas always receives 
from him his surname Didymus; aijd he never has 
occasion to mention any of the two Judases, but he is 
most careful to specify which of them he means. 
Hence it is quite impossible to refer his self-conceal¬ 
ment to any thing but that modest reserve by which, 
in fact, all the Scriptural writers are more or less dis¬ 
tinguished, and for which they are so much and so 
justly celebrated. He was a genuine disciple of that 
Master who was meek ami lowly in heart, luu^ in whom 
that old prediction was, in its truest sense, most faith¬ 
fully fulfilled—“ He shall not strive, nor cry, nor cause 
His voice to be heard in the streets.” 

2. There are various remarkable peculiarities in 
the language of this Gof^pel. The narrative-expression,' 
“ And it came to pass,” so common in the other 
Gospels, never once occurs in it; but others are 
employed, some of them quite nev/*aiid many of them 
in a sense which is both peculiar and profound. Of 
new expressions—expressions which occur nowhere 
else—we may specify* the “ Only-begotten,” as applied 
to Christ, and the “ Comforter,” as applied to the 
Holy Spirit. The expression, “ Lifted up,” as applied 
to the crucifixion of Christ— “ The Son of man must 
be lifted up ”—“ And I, if I be lifted up 7 is also 
peculiar to this Gospe^, no other Bible writer uses it. 
Of other expressions which, if not quite peculiar to 



12G 


THE GOrt?EL ACCORDING TO JOHN. 


this Gospel, are certainly employerl in it with singular 
-frecpieney or with peculiar sigiiilicance, we may specify 
“The Word,” “the Life,” “the Light,” “the Lamb,” 
“ the glory,” “ grace and truth,” “ coming to Go>^;” 
and “ going to God,” “ drawn by the Father,” and 
“ given by the Father.” 

How tile Evangelist should have been led to employ 
these and many other expressive words and phrases 
is a matter of interesting in({uiry, but this is not the 
place to enter on it. It is not likely that ho coined 
them for himself. It is more tlian likely that they 
were current in the theological diction of his day, and 
tluit they came originally from the Scriptures of the 
Old TestaiiK'nt. Be this as it may, it is enough to 
have thu^ •-'mentioned them, 'i’he simple reference 
maytobtain for them a greater interest, a more marked 
attention. 


3. Thera is in this Gospel a constant intermixgling 
of reji(‘cili'a co'niraentary with the narrative. In 
this respect it differs considerably from the other 
Gospels. Matthew, Mark, and Luke arc mere his¬ 
torians ; they put on record the various acts, and 
incidents, and discourses which make up their narra¬ 
tives, without adding any reflections of their own ; 
whereas John, in a way which docs not infringe, 
however, upon the purely objiictive nature of his 
narration, is ever looking into it and thinking over it; 
and we have the historical record and the expository 
reflection so much interwoven with one another, that 
it is sometimes difficult to separate them by any line 
of demarcation. i 

The double “ Verily,” which must be quite familiar 
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as so occiiriiig in it, is here in point. It does 

not appear from the other Gospels that our Lord was' 
in the way of repeating the Verily of His affirmations 
a,'.* John repeats it. The second of John’s Verilies 
is accordingly helioved hy some to be his own,—the 
ri'sponse of his failfh to the fnitlifuhicss of his Lord, like 
th(! instantaneous- echo by the rocks of, a peal of 
tlwindcr, 

Wc m«'^yrther instance the folloAving passages as 
illustn% g'fe'^•the way in which, as the commentator, 
he cont.^,g inserts remarks of his own in the record. 
When, as the historian, lu! reports the words of Jesus, 

“ Destroy this temple, and in three days T will raise 
it up;” as the commentator, he adds, “ llfit Tie spake 
of the temple of His l)ody ; when thcixifiie He was 
risim from the dead, His diseiples D’lnembenHl that 
He had said this unto them ; and they biilicved the 
Scripture, and the woi'd which Jesus had saiil.” 
Again, when, as tlic historian, be records the words 
of Jesus to Nicodemu.s, “ And as Moses lifted up the 
serjjent in the wildernes.s, even so must the Sou of 
man be lifted up, that whosoever bclieveth in Him 
should not perish, but have evi rlasting life as the 
commentator, he immediately follows them with that 
magnificent exposition, “ For God so loved the world 
that He gave His «nly-begotten Son, that whosoever 
believeth in Him sliouhl not 2 )erish, but have' ever¬ 
lasting life :—for God sent not His Sou into the 
world to condemn the world, but that the world 
through Him might bo saved.” Then again, when, 
as the hjfStorian, he i -cords the words of Jesus in the 
temple on the last day of the feast of tabernacles, “ Tf 
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any man thirst, let him come unto Me and drink;” 
as tlie commentator lie at once adds, in most satisfac¬ 
tory exposition, “ But this spake He of the Spirit, 
which they that believe on Him sliould receive; f,.r 
the Holy Gliost was not yet given ; because that Jesus 
was not yet glorified.” In the same way, when he 
reports the singular speech of Caiaplias, “ Ye know 
nothing at all, nor consider that it is expedient for us 
that one man should die for the people, and that the 
whole nation perish not; ” he again appends the com¬ 
mentary, “And this spake he not of himself; but 
being high priest that year, he prophesied that Jesus 
should (be for that nation ; and not for that nation 
only, but that also Ho should gather together in one 
the childrt'-.r of God that were scattered abroad.” 

It. must not be supposed that this system of com¬ 
mentary is carried on to such an extent as in any way 
to overlay or damage the properly historical character 
of the Gospel. The truth is, that in some respects it 
is the most historical of the Gospels. Its record of 
incidents and events is singularly exact, and the 
minuteness of its details is marvellously complete. It 
is so particular in‘ its dates, that the calculations of 
chronologists re.spccting the period of our Lord’s 
ministry are all made up from it. From none of the 
other Gospels could it be ascertained that that ministry 
extended over three full years, or about three years 
and a half. It is, in short, as historically real as any 
of the Gospels. The artless simplicity, the unconscious 
delicacy, of its particularisations is every way as 
striking; and wc must not aPow the a.ccuracy of its 
Narrative—it is plainly that of a most attentive eye- 
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witness—to be challenged, or in any way called iri^ 
question. At the satno time, it is quite proper that 
we should notice the outcome of its author’s peculiar 
'smtjectivity in the ever-recurring commentary of ex¬ 
position and reflection which s(^ much distinguishes it 
from the other (lospeb, and which has not infretjuently 
led cursory readers and shallow think’ers to represent 
it as incapable of rc(;on' illation with them. Let 
this, together with its otheu’ characteristics, bo pro¬ 
perly regarded in the examination of it, and the 
apparent discrepancy between its representations 
and those of the other Gospels, of which so much 
has been attempted to be made, will be found - to 
disapjjear. 

(4.) There is unquestionably a special object to 
he served by this Gospel, which accounts for the 
peculmr form amlsubstanwe of its reiyreseutations. 

Every author has a purpose in view when he sets 
himself to write, whether on one topic or another; 
and the discovery of that purpose inu.st shed a Hood 
of ligjit on his production, must serve as a key to open 
up his meaning in every part of it, in every page and 
sentence of it. Accordingly it is a matter of con¬ 
siderable importance to discover the particular object 
of John in the publication of this Gospel, and we may 
be prepared to learn tfiat it has been most thoroughly 
investigated. 

[ 1. ] By some it is supposed to have been polemical. 
They allege that the Evangelist meant to combat 
various heresies respecting the person of Christ which 
had been broached ana adopted, even then, by not a 
few in the fellowship of the Church. 

I 
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Nor can it Ite doubted that in not a few expressions 
and references lie does, incidentally at least, take 
notice of erroneous opinions which appear to have 
already obtained considerable currency. It is natural 


to every author to evince regard to the ideas and 


other characteristics of his age. 


also 


comes of necessity into antagonism with error; and 


hence there is not an 


er"or which has ever been 


advanced, but it might seem as if the writers of 
Scripture had been specially directed to write in 
anticipation against it. 

At the same time, there is not sufficient evidence 
to prove that the Evangelist had any particular con- 

f 

troversiaV design in view ; much less that he had any 
thing of the kind as his main object. (Certainly, if 
such had been his object, we may learn from him, as 
one has said—and the observation is just, indepen¬ 
dent of the basis on which it is made to rest—“ The 


purest, noblest form of polemics, from the Christian 
stand-point, is that which contends against its opposite 
rather by means of the powm* of the truth unveiling 
itself in its beauty than by positive assault; because 
positive assault generally calls forth and embitters 
what is sinful in man, while the more disclosure of the 
truth makes common cause with what is noble in the 


hearts of adversaries them selves, and so enlists them 
among its friends and defenders.’”'^ 

[2.J By other expositors it is held that the main 
object of the Evangelist is supplemental. They re¬ 
present him as meaning to do no more than fill up or 
supply the omissions of the other Gospels, which are 


♦ Olahausen on the Gospels, iii. 178. 
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warrantably enough believed to have been already in. 
general circulation. 

And certain it is that he passes over in silence very 
much of what is recorded in the other (Jospels. He 
records none of tht;^ leading events which arc detailed 
by the other evangelists till he comes, with them, to 
the history of the Passion. ‘The genealogy' of Christ, 
with all the nunarkable circumstances attendant on 
His birth, and on that of His harbinger, is passed 
over without the slightest notice. The angelic visits 
to Zacharias, and Mary, and Joseph, the immaculate 
conception, the birth and circumcision of the Holy 
Child, the announcement of the nativity to the 
shepherds of Bethlehem, with the appearance and the 
song of the heavenly host, the epiphany of the »tar 
in the cast, and the journey of the wise men in quest 
of the new-born King, the massacre of the inno¬ 
cents, the escape of the holy family to Egypt, and 
other equally interesting and important incidrmts of 
the early life of Christ which are recorded in the 
other Gospels, arc not so much as even once referred 
to in any part of this. The sarno silence is also 
evinced in rc.spect of the baptism of Clirist, the tempt¬ 
ation in the wilderness, the transfiguration on Tabor, 
the most of the miracles, all of the parables, the 
institution of the Supper, the agony in Gethsemane, 
the original designation together with the final com¬ 
mission of the apostles, and—what is still more 
remarkable, considering that John begins, as no other 
evangelist does, with an account of the pre-existence 
of Christ—the triumphal ascension into heaven, with 
which Mark and Luke conclude their re.spcctive 
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Gospels, and to which Matthew, although not expressly 
relating it, very distinctly refers. 

On the oth(;r hand, the additional information 
communicated by John is most extensive. It i.s o'nly 
in this Gosjxil that we read of Nicodemus and the 
woman of Samaria, with the interesting discourse's and 
incidents 'conncctc<l with the introduction of these 
persons into its history. "It is oidy in this Gospel 
that wo are told of the turning of the water into wine 


on occa.sion of the marriage in Cana of Galilee, of the 
healing of the nobleman’s son in Capernaum, of the 
cure performed on the impotent man who had lain at 
the pool of Eethcsda for thirty and eight years, of the 
bestowal' pf sight on the man who had been blind 
fro^p his birth, and of the raising of Lazarus, the 
brother of Martha and Mary, from the dead. In 
short, it is only in this Gospel that we have an ac¬ 
count of the first meeting of Andrew, Simon Peter, 
Philip, Nathanael, and John himself with our Lord ; 
of the officers who, when sent to apprehend Him, re¬ 
turned without Him, saying, “ Never man spake like 
this Man ; ” of the woman taken in adultery, whom 
tliey brought to Him to know what should be done 
to her, that they might have to accuse Him; of the 
washing of the disciples’ feet on the evening of the 
last-passover ; of His farewell discourse on the same 
evening, with the remarkable prayer which He then 
offered for them and for all who should believe on 
Him to the end of time; of His dying commendation 
of His virgin-mother to the care of John; of His 
repeated meetings on the first day of the week with 
the disciples after He was risen from the dead ; of 
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the nbsence of Tliomas from the first of these meet¬ 
ings, witli his pertinacious unbelief, and its complete, 
removal at the next of them ; of the meeting with 
the disciples at the lake of Tiben’ias, and the 
miraculous draught of fishes then taken under His 
direction ; of the subsequent repast, with the thrice 
repeated interrogation to Peter, Lovest thou Me ? ” 
of the prediction of the manner in which that apostle 
should glorify Clod in dyii g, and also of the obscure 
intimation rchp(;cting the prolongation of John’s life, 
which his brethren unwarrantably construed into an 
assurance of absolute exemption from death, of out¬ 
standing longevity till the coming of the Lord. 

After all, there seems good reason to dispute the 
correctness of the view as to the merely supplemental 
character of the Gospel. If it were but a supple¬ 
ment, an appendix, it would exhibit the form of a 
fragmentary writing or a miscellany, when'as it is as 
uniform in its character, and presents as complete and 
harmonious a whole of its kind, as any of the other 
Gospels. Nor does the design of supplementing the 
other Gospels appear to have formed even a definite 
s(5Condary object with the Evan gel i*it. Had such an 
intention formed any part of his plan, we can hardly 
think that there would have been, as there is, an entire 
absence of express allusion to the other evangelists; 
nor can we think fliat he would have pern^itted 
himself to write, as he has written on several points, 
particularly in his account of the resurrection, in such 
a manner as to occasion considerable perplexity in 
reconciling his account with theirs. Those things, in 
connexion Vith the fact that he occasionally, although. 
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not often, relates the same things which are related 
jii the others, seem to disprove the idea that he had 
it in view to fill up or siipplemcnt their deficiencies. 
Doubtless he all along proceeds on the assumption 
that his readers were fully acquainted with otlier 
e.xistiug and equally authentic accounts of the life of 
Christ. Many of his references pres\ippose both their 
existence a'lid their authority; but if the idea of filling 
them up was at all in hi.s mind, it must have occupied 
a very subordinate place as a specific object with him, 
so subordinate as never once to interrupt the continu¬ 
ous thread of his narrative, or in the slightest degree 
to interfere with his main design. 


[3.] Acc()rdingly, wa have yet to ascertain the object 
of the Evapgelist in this Gospel; and we think he has 
furivished^ abundant data from which it may be very 
satisfactorily ascertained. 

In one passage he says expressly, “ These things 
are written that yo might bedieve that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of God ; and that believing, ye might 
have life through His name." 

Then his prologue, or preface, which embraces the 
first eighteen verses, of the first chapter, will be found 
on examination to contain the plan, the epitome, the 
quintessence, so to speak, of the whole Gospel: the 
Gospel is, in fact, from first to last, the continuous 
development or unfolding of those eighteen verses. 

From these two sources of information, we conclude 
that, whatever subsidiary purposes may be served by 
this Gospel, the main object of it is to bring out the 
profound spiritual venties relating to the Divine 
person and mission of Jesus Christ as 'the Sool of 
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Ood mid the Messiah-Saviour of the world, in their 
connexion with the reception which lie obtained 
from men, and the consequences of that reception. 
Viewed in this light, we find no difficulty in making 
it dut to be an entire and harrnoniou.s whole ; we see 
at once how there should be jnuch less of historical 
detail, and much more of lofty revelation in it, as 
compared with the otlier G<5spels. We alio perceive 
the utmost propriety in ’ts very omissions, and its 
manifold and interesting additions. In short, we per¬ 
fectly understand how the Evangelist shouhl soar 
away in it, as if borne upon “ eagles’ wings ” into 
“ hcaveidy places;” and, even when he speaks of 
Christas in the world, .should exhibit Him as “not 
of this world,” shoiild remind us that He is “ the Son 
of mail which is in heaven,” at the very fime ihat 
He is “ the Son of man that came down from heaven;” 
should bring us to tliat part of the river of God, where 
the waters arc not to “the anklo.s,” or “the knees,” or 
“ the loins,” but where they are risen far above ankles, 
knees, and loins ; where they are “ waters to swim in, 
a river that cannot be passed over.”* 

First, hike the prologue, and gast hut a single 
glance over the Gospel in connexion with it. It ex¬ 
hibits our Lord ; not as in Matthew, the Son of David; 
not as in Mark, the Servant of God ; not as in Luke, 


* The well-known words of Augustine in this connection may hero 
be quoted :—‘‘In the four Gospels, or rather in the four books of the 
ono Gospel, the apostle St John, not undeservedly, with reference to 
his spiritual understanding, comi>arcd to an eagle, has lifted higher 
and far more sublimely than the other three his proclamatioiif and in 
lifting it uj) he has wished ou^ hearts also to be lifted. For the other 
three evangolfsts walked, so to speak, on earth with our Lord as man 
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the Son of man; bnt as the Son of God ; and, as 
sucli, the Word, the Life, the Light, tlie Only-begotten 
of the Father, full of grace and truth; the Only- 
begotten which is in the bosom of the Father ; in 
short, as God; with the way in which, when in 'the 
world—as the Word made flesh—ITe was rejected by 
many, but received by others, who became in conse¬ 
quence tilt sons of God. "Now run over the Gospel, 
and you will find that it as occujiied throughout in 
most orderly succession with these very topics. 

It is full of the revelations of ihe Word. The 
discourses in it so profound, so full, so spiritual, so 
heavenly, quite sii.stain His distinction as the Rcvealer 
of the Father, the Only-begotten who is in the bosom 
of the Father, and who hath declared Him. 

Then the first seven chapters very explicitly set forth 
the Life, ivith the fiUness of grace which is in, Illni. 
Take one passage from the first chajder, a key-pas.sage, 
“ Behold the Lamb of God which taketh away the sin 
of the world —all the life that is in Him, that flows 
from Him in the fulness of His grace, comes to us 
through the channel of His atonement. Take a pas¬ 
sage from the second chapter, another key-passage, 
“ Destroy this temple, and in three days I will" raise it 
up. But He spake of the temple of His body —or 

in the possession of which He 

of His divinity they said hut few things : but John, as if it oppressed 
him to walk on earth, has opened hia words as it were with a burst 
of thunder, has lifted himself not only above earth and every sphere 
of sky and heaven, but even above every host of angels, and every 
order of invisible powers, and reaches to Him by whom all things 
were made, as lie says, ^In the beginning was the Word, and the 
'Word was with God, and the'^^ord was God.’ ” ** 


of His resurrectioTi-?i/6, 



THE GOSPEL ACCOKDINO TO JOHN. 


137 


has ability as Avell as authority to give life and grace 
unto the world. Take a passage from the third chap¬ 
ter, also a key-passage, “ Verily, verily I say unto thee, 
Except a man be born of water and of the Spirit, lie 
ca?linot enter into the kingdom of dod ;”--the first 

effect of the outflow of life and grace from Him takes 

• # ” 

place in the liroduction of the miw birth,—the new life 
in Him begins with that. * Take a passage from the 
fourth chapter, also ano+her key-passage, “Jesus an¬ 
swered and said unto her, Whosoever drinketh of this 
water shall thirst again ; but whosoever drinketh of 
the water that I shall give him shall never thirst ; but 
the water that 1 shall give him shall be in him a well 
of water springing up into everlasting life —that is 
to say, the life, the grace, which is received fnjm Clirist 
is more than quickening—it is indwelling aifll abiding; 
the new birth is followed by the new life, and tluit is 
never followc<l by the second death ; the life which it 
initiates is eternal life. Take a ])assage from the fifth 
chapter, still the key-passage, “ The hour is coming, 
and now is, when the dead shall hear the voice of the 
Son of God, and they that hear shall live ; for as the 
Father hath life in Himself, so hjith He given to the 
Son to have life in Himself—the voice of Christ, the 
word of Christ, is the mean of grace, of life, the instru¬ 
mentality einployed in the impartation or communica¬ 
tion of it. Take a passage from the sixth chapter, 
again the key-passage, “ I am the living bread which 
came down from heaven ; if any man eat of this bread, 
he shall live for ever; and the bread that I will give 
is My flesh, winch I will give for the life of the A^orld 
—Christ tiimself, in flis person and atonement, is tlip 
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food, the nutriment of the spiritual or divine life of 
faith; the life of grace obtains its wliole sustenance 
from Him—in Him, Take a passage also from the 
seventh chapter, yet again the key-passage, “In the 
last day, that great day of the feast, Jesus stood cthd 
cri(;d, saying, If any man thirst, let him come unto Me 
and drink. Ho that belicveth on Me, as the Scripture 
hath said, out of his bell}' shall flow rivers of living 
water. But this spake He</)f the Spirit, wliich they 
that believe on Him should receive : for the Holy Ghost 
was not yet given : because that Jesus was not yet 
glorified.’^ 

Then pass over to the eighth and ninth chapters, 

' and see how He is there set forth as the Light with all 
the fuhies^^ of truth in Him. Take the key-passage 
from, the ^eighth—it is after the conviction and self- 
condemnation of the scribes and Phari.sccs, who brought 
unto Him the woman taken in adultery—“ I am the 
light of the world ; he that followeth Me shall not 
walk in dai’kness, but shall have the light of life.” Take 
also the key-passage from the ninth—it is in connexion 
with the miraculous restoration of sight to the man 
who had been blint^. from his birth—“ I must work the 
works of Him that sent Me while it is day; the night 
cometh when no man can work. As long as I am in 
the world, I am the light of the world.” 

Then again, in the following duapters, we have still 
grace and truth in Him, life and light in Him, with 
the revelation or unfolding of the heart and the home 
of the Father, in such key-passages as, “No man is 
able t6 pluck them out of My Father’s hand “ In 
My Father’s house are many mansions “ Whatsoever 



139 


THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO JOJIN. 

J 

yc sliall ask the Father in My name, He will give it 
you "And I say not unto you, that I will pray the 
Father for you, for the Father Jliiusolf lovcth you 
" I ascend unto My Father and your Father, and to 
My God and your God.” 

But we must leave to private study the more particu¬ 
lar examination of the remaining history, as well as of 
the reception of the grace dnd truth, ’the life and light 
and love of God in Christpas detailed with more or less 
explicitness throughout the Gospel. 

Secondly, take that passage in which the Evangelist 
expresses his object to he, that we might believe that 
Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, and that, believing, 
we might have life through 11 is name ; and, with it* 
as a guide, run once more over the Gospel, a^d see how 
in every chapter that object is steadily ke]^t in view 
and mo.st satishxctorily fulfilled. Tak(^ the testimony 
of John the Baptist in the first chapter,—“I am not 
the Christ; but He that sent me to baptize with water, 
the same said unto me. Upon whom thou shalt see the 
Spirit descending and remaining upon Him, the same 
is He which baptizeth with the Holy Ghost. And I 
saw and bare record that this is. the Son of God” 
Take the Samaritan t(i^)timonies in the fourth chapter 
—" Come, see a Man which told me all things that 
ever I did : Is not this the Christ ?” “ Now we believe, 
not because of thy saying; for we have heard Him our¬ 
selves, and know that this is indeed the Christ, the 
Saviour of the world.” Take His own testimony in 
the tenth chapter : “ Then came the Jews round about 
Him, and said unto Him, How long dost Thou* make 
us to doulJt 1 If Thou be the Christ, tell us plainly, 
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Jesus answered them, I told you, and yc believed not; 
the works that I do in My Father’s name, they hear 
witness of Me.” And take the testimony of Martha 
in tlie eleventh chapter: “Yea, Lord, I believe that 
Thou art tite Christ, the Son of God, which shofild 
come into the world.” Then notice also, as you go 
along, how the c,\pressions, “ the Father ” and “ the 
JSon,” occur. mor6 frequently in this (lospel than in all 
the other three together. , And notice further the 
assertioji and claim of oneness or equality with God, 
of proper and perfect Deity, in such expressions and 
passages as, “ The Word was God “ Ho .said that 
God was His Father, making Himself equal with God 
' “ Before Abraham was, I am “ I and My Father are 
one “ l^e that hath seen Me hath seen the Father 
“ Al] things that the Father hath are Mine “ And 
now,' O Father, glorify Thou Me with Thine own s(df, 
with the glory which I had with Thee before the world 
was “ And all Mine are Thine, and Thine are Mine:” 
“And Thomas answered and said unto Him, My Lord 
and my God.” 


We should havy wi.shed to say something, in con¬ 
clusion, by way of showing h^w we should make a 
j>ractical use of the view of Christ 'presented in this 
Gospel; but it would lead us into too extensive a field 
of observation; and we must fbrbear. Let us only 
quote two passages, the one expressive of the blessed 
result of faith in Him,—may we profit by the lesson of 
it,—“ But as many as received Him, to them gave He 
power' to become the sons of God, even to them that 
believe on His nameand the* other expressive of the 
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<awful consequcncos of unbelief in Him,—nuiy wc profit 
by the lesson of it also,—“ But he that bclieveth not 
is condemned already, because he hath not believed in 
thft name of the Only-begotten Son of God.” Plainly 
we cannot be too much impressiid with the high im¬ 
portance of the object for which this Gospel has been 
provided. “ These things xi,re ivritlen tk'i ye 'might 
believe that Jesus is the {Christ, the of God, ami 
that, believing, ye might have life through His name.'’ 
Amen. 




Hithkrto we have Lccn mainly occupied with the 

A ^ 

diversity of the Gospels. We have seen that each 
of the evangelists relates the history of our Lord from 
a differeiii; staiid-j)()irit, exhibits it in a different 
aspect; and that this ought to be kept in view and 
properly considered in our examination of the various 
Gospels. 

On the present occasion, the hirmony of the 
Gospels is the subj(‘ct which we wish to bring under 
consideration. Sceptics liavc often sought to construct 
an argument out ,of their diversity against their 
authenticity ; and not a few of them have even gone 
so far as to allege that their different representa¬ 
tions are incompatible with historical reality. On 
this account it is the more necessary to attend to 
their essential unity. Scepticism loses all foothold 
here. The ground is completely cut away from under 
it. 

Very numerous attempts have been made from the 

I 

earliest ages to construct a Harmony of the? Gospels, 
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by combining their several narratives into one con¬ 
tinuous whole—one Gospel instead of four. From 
the nature of the case, it was quite natural that 
it ^'should be so. We cannot Indp identifying the 
leading events of the life and ministry of our Lord, as 
related by the cVangelists, or rather they identify 
themselves; and it would have been’strange had this 
process of idemtification bqen limited to what is merely 
obvious, had it not been carried out and even sought 
to be comph'ted. 

Nor can it be said that the enormous amount of 
labour expended in the effort has' been lost. By 
bringing the Gospels together—placing theit parallel j 
accounts in juxtaposition, and comparing them with 
one another—many passages in all of the*m,' which 
had been otherwise perhaps inexplicable, or at least 
obscurci, have been most happily elucidated; and 
difficiilties and discrepancies, which might have 
been stumbling to the faith of not a few, have been 
entirely removed or .satisfactorily explained. In this 
respect the end of a Gospel harmony has been com¬ 
pletely gained, and the result is every way worthy of 
all the eighteen hundred years’ study which has been 
given to it. 

At the same time, it must bo owned that, in so far 
as Gospel harmonisen) have sought to reduce the four 
Gospels, with all their characteristic varieties, into 
one, in which all these varieties are absorbed, if not 
obliterated, they have never been as yet successful; 
and it is not possible that they ever can bo so. ’ For, 
first, each.of the evangelists has his own order of 
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narration, and that order so widely different that it 
is quite impossihle to determine with any thing like 
exactitude the chronological sequence of the events 
which they rcspectivcdy relate. Then again, each''of 
them has his own stylo of narration, and that also so 
evidently different, that an amalgaih of the four must 
necessarily .he destructive of the distinct individuality, 
and, to this extent, of the^ particular value of their 
separate productions. And then, once more, their 
difference of representation is so palpably distinct 
that, however they may be brought into juxtaposition, 
and compared aiid studied together, to fuse or blend 
•.them into a new artificial compound Gospel ought 
never to be' attempted or even thought of. It would 
just be aix j'lttempt to form a fifth Gospel of our own, 
by "vtay of improving on the jn^oduct of Divine in¬ 
spiration . 

Accordingly, we have no idea of harmonising tho 
Gospels in tho sense in which it is usual to speak of 
harmonising them. If we show that they are bound 
together by a true hi.storical harmony, that is all that 
can ever be required, or that should ever be rccpiired, 
on the theory of four independent Gospels. A literal, 
circumstantial, formal harmony is in fact impossible; 
it could only have been possible in one way—that of 
each of the Gospels being but a'*copy or repetition of 
a common original; in which case, however, they 
would have manifestly lost their fourfold value; they 
would have possessed the value of' no more than a 
single' testimony. Besides, if the Spirit of God had 
thought it necessary or desirable that we»should be 
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put in possession of such a Gospel, surely He would 
have Himself provided it. 

Our present task is therefore limited to the exhibi- 
, tioijj^ of their essential harmony, of their historical 
harmony. We shall endeavour to accomplish this by 
setting forth their harmony in 'what they do riot relate 
in common, and also in what they do relate^in common. 

• 7 

T. THEIR HARMONY IN WHAT THEY DO NOT RELATE 

IN COMMON. 

The greatest apparent divergence from a common 
testimony occurs in the Gospel according *to John.* 
It has been common among sceptics to renresent its 
narrative as entirely diflurent from the fathers—at 
least so different as to be quite incapable of reconcilia¬ 
tion with them. According to them, the Christ of 
John is quite an ideal personage, the mental concep¬ 
tion of a dreamer, which had no counteipart in actual 
history, or at all events the counterpart of which 
they allege is not to be found in the Christ of the 
other evangelists. They admit that these evangelists 
may be liarmonised, and that it is easy enough or 
possible enough to identify the Christ of all of them ; 
but they maintain that this is impossible with the 
Christ of John, 

Wc shall therefore confine ourselves at the present 
stage ^ the reconciliation of the narrative of John 
with that of Matthew, Mark, and Luke. 

1. Then here we have to notice, in the first place, 

Aoti; they ^gree in respect of the locality in which 

K 
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they represent the ministry of Christ to have been 
exercised. It is here, perhaps, that cursory readers 
will most easily discover discrepancy, or at least fail 
to perceive agreement. According to John, tlie ■ 
ministry of Christ appears to have been mainly exer¬ 
cised in Judea. According to the athers, it appears to 
have been mainly cxercise/l in Galilee. Apart from 
the events of the Passion Week, which are related 
by all the evangelists, it is almost entirely a Judean 
ministry which is related in the one Gospel, and a 
Galilean ministry which is related in the others. 
But very little is required to show that the differ¬ 
ence in this respect may be easily enough adjusted. 
Were the t\vo ministries represented as contemporane¬ 
ous, that Would necessarily involve an irreconcilable 

contradiction : but that our Lord should have exer- 

' • 

cised His ministry both in Judea and in Galilee, and 
that one of the evangelists should have related His 
ministry in the one country, and the other evangelists 
in the other country, carries no contradiction in it. 
Besides, if it turns out that both the one and the 
other distinctly advert to the ministry which they do 
not relate, and allow sufficient time for it,—then, so 
far from disagreement, there is harmony between 
them, and harmony which is the more striking and 
satisfactory, that coming, as it (ioes, out of apparent 
difference, it is obviously undesigned. 

This is precisely how matters stand in the four 
evangelists. The following passaged from Matthew, 
Mark, .and Luke, may suffice to show that, while they 
confine themselves to the narfative of tlv? Galilean 
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ministry, they did not mean to ignore the Judean 
ministry; that they were perfectly aware of it, and 
of the extensive influence which it exercised :—“And 
tljere followed Him great multitudes of people from 
Galilee, and from Decapolis, and from Jerusalem, and 
from Judea, and from beyond* Jordan.” (Matt, iv. 25. 
See also Mark iii. 8 ; Luke vili. 17») “^Verily I say 
unto you, I have not found so great faith, no, not in 
Israel.” (Matt. viii. 10 j Luke vii. 9.) “And He arose 
from thence, and cometh into the coasts of Judea by 
the farther side of Jordan ; and the people resort unto 
Him again; and as He was wont He taught them 
again,” (Mark x. 1 ; Matt. xix. 1.) “And He wenj. 
through the cities and villages, teaching*and journey¬ 
ing towards Jerusalem.” (Luke xiii. 22.) “ O Jeru¬ 

salem, Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets, and 
stonest them which arc sent unto thee, how often 
would I have gathered thy children together, even as 
a hen gathereth her chickens under her wings, and ye 
would not.” (Matt, xxiii. 37 ; Luke xiii. 34.) “And 
when He was come near. He beheld the city, and wept 
over it, saying, If thou hadst known, even thou, at 
least in this thy day, the thingf which belong unto 
thy peace ! but now they are hid from thine eyes.” 
(Luke xix. 41, 42.) The following passages from 
John may also sufiico to show that, while he mainly 
confines himself to the narrative of the Judean min¬ 
istry, he was quite cognisant of the Galilean ministry, 
and did not mean in any way to ignore it: “ This 
beginning of miracles did Jesus in Cana of .Galilee, 
and maiyfested fort’i His glory; and His disciples 
believed on Him. After this Ho went down to 
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Capernaum, He, and His mother, and His brethren, 
and His disciples; and they continued there not 
many days.” (chap. iL 11, 12.) When therefore 
the Lord knew how the Pharisees had heard th^t 
Jesus made and baptized more disciples than John, 
(though Jesus himself baptized not, but His disciples,) 
He left Judea, and departed again into Galilee.” 
(chap. iv. 1.-3.) “After these things Jesus walked 
in Galilee; for He would not walk in Jewry, because 
the Jews sought to kill Him.” (chap. vii. 1.) “But 
some said, Shall Christ come out of Galilee 1 ” “ Art 

thou also of Galilee ? Search and look; for out of 
Galileo ariseth no prophet.” (chap. vii. 41, 5^.) 
“Therefore they sought again to take Him: but He 
escaped cu^ their hand, and went away again beyond 
Jordaa, into the place where John at first baptized : 
and there He abode. And many resorted unto Him, 
and said, John did no miracle : but all things that 
John spake of this Man were true. And many 
believed on Him there.” (chap. x. 39-42.) “Then 
from that day forth they took counsel together for to put 
Him to death. Jesus therefore walked no more openly 
among the Jews; but went thence unto a country 
near to the wilderness, into a city called Ephraim, 
and there continued with His disciples.” (chap, xi. 
63, 54.) It may be added thatu^ider the guidance of 
these and other passages, the two ministries, as related 
by the difierent evangelists, can be, though not com¬ 
pletely, yet satisfactorily dovetailed into one another, so 
that in. this respect the apparent discrepancy between 
them, which may at first be somewhat stumbling, passes 
away almost entirely—becomes positive harmony. 
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2. Then liere wc have to notice in the second 
place, how they agree in respect of the topics which 
they report to have formed ike burden of the ministry 
of Christ. Here again a most manifest difference 
between the Gospel according to John and the other 
Gospels presents itself. Both in form and in contents 
the Gospel according to Jt>lm is cast in a mould of its 
own, a mould so evidently peculiar that sceptics, as 
we have already said, will not allow that it can ever 
be received as in unison with the other Gospels, or 
as portraying the same life, the same person, with 
them. But here also the difference may be easily 
adjusted. It will be admitted that the ministry o/ 
Christ would naturally divide itself int» two parts— 
that which was fulfilled in public, and thtij which was 
carried on more privately; the former comprising His 
popular discourses or open utterances respecting 
the nature and the object of His mission. His para¬ 
bles and prophecies, and other aildresses to the 
people,—“All these things spake Jesus unto the 
multitude in parables ; ” and the latter setting forth 
the profound spiritual mysteries relating to His 
Divine person and mission, whJcTi, from their peculiar 
character. He w'ould not so readily in His then cir¬ 
cumstances bring out in public, but reserve for more 
confidential interqourse with His disciples, except 
when He was, as it were, constrained by the active-* 
opposition of His adversaries among the Jews, to 
assert them openly,—“ It is given unto you to know 
the mysteries of the kingdom of heaven, but to them 
it is not^iven ; theicfore speak I to them in parables.” 

Now this again is precisely how the matter stahds 
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in the four evangelists. In the earlier Gospels we 
have what would certainly form the staple of elemen¬ 
tary Christian instruction to the first converts to the 
faith, the record of the more public ministry of ChrisJ ; 
and then again, in the last Gospel, what would most 
certainly be demanded With the gi>owth of Christian 
life and knowledge in the ^Church, the record of His 
more private ministry, along with that which was 
carried on at a distance frofn His own country, such 
as in Samaria and Judea, and in which it might be 
legitimately enough expected He would bo more open 
in His communications respecting Himself and His 
mission. . The difference between the evangelists, 
when thus regarded, will be seen to be quite natural, 
and, instoafjl of shaking, ought to confirm our faith in 
the afethcnticity of all the Gospels. Bengel makes a 
pertinent remark on this subject which may here be 
quoted. “ If a drawing is made of a city, first from 
the east side, then from the west, though in both 
cases the tallest and most striking towers and edifices 
are presented, yet in all other respects the two sketches 
not only can, but must differ widely. And yet both 
are faithful copies (ff'’the original.” Obviously the 
only thing that is required in such a case is, that, 
with the necessary variety of representation, there 
should be such resemblances and^ affinities as make 
‘.evident that there is really identity in the object 
of their representation. This requirement is fully 
answered in the Gospels. To advert to the parables 
of Chrifit,—of which it has often been observed, 
there is not even a single specimen in th^ Gospel 
according to John,—we have frequent metaphors in 
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this Gospel, which so far correspond to the parables 
as to show that the similitudes of them were common, 
as might he expected and demanded in historical 
reality, to both the public and more private minis¬ 
tries ; only used in the latter, as of course, with a 
profoundcr empha,sis and significance. For example, 
the similitude in the parable of the sower occurs in 
these words as gi^'en in ^ohn : “ Say nOt ye, There 
are yet four months, and dien cometh harvest 1 behold, 
I say unto you, Lift up your eyes, and look on the 
fields, for they are white already to harvest. And ho 
that rcapeth receiveth wages and gatlierctli fruit unto 
life eternal ; that both ho that soweth and he that 
reapeth may rejoice together. And li^rcin is-thaC 
saying true, One soweth, and another reap/Jth, I sent 
you to reap that whereon yo bestowed no labour; 
other men laboured, and ye are entered into their 
labours,” (chap. iv. 35-38.) Again the similitude in 
the parable of the shepherd and his sheep occurs in 
these words, as also given in John ; “I am the good 
Shepherd : the good Shepherd giveth His life for the 
sheep.” (chap. x. 11.) And once more, the similitude 
in the parable of the vineyard, accurs in these other 
words, as also given again in John ; “I am the true 
Vine, and My Father is the husbandman. Every 
branch in Me that bcareth not fruit He taketh away ; 
and every branch that bcareth fruit He purgeth it, that 
it may bring forth more fruit” “ As the branch can¬ 
not bear fruit of itself except it abide in the vine ; no 
more can ye, except ye abide in Me. I am the Vine, 
ye are the branches. He that abideth in Me, and I 
in him, the same bringeth forth much fruit: for with- 
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out Me ye can do nothing. If a man abide not in 
Me, he is cast forth as a branch, and is withered, and 
men gather them, and cast them into the fire, and 
they are burned." (chap. xv. 1-6.) On the otljcr 
hand, there are not a few passages in the earlier 
Gospels which are every* way as exp.'icit and profound 
in their reference to the Divine aspects of the person 
and mission of Christ as any to ’be found in John ; 
some of them so Joannean ifi their form and charac¬ 
ter, that such as are not very familiar with the Bible 
might readily enough expect to find them in his 
Gospel rather than in any of the others. “ Wist ye 
not that I must be about My Father’s business ?” 
‘(Luke ii. 4^.) “I thank Thee, 0 Father, Lord of 
heaven and,earth, because Thou hast hid these things 
from«the wise and prudent, and hast revealed them 
unto babes. Even so, Father; for so it seemed good 
in Thy sight. All things are delivered unto Me of 
My Father, and no man knoweth the Son, but the 
Father; neither knoweth any man the Father, save 
the Son, and he to whomsoever the Son will reveal 
Him. Come unto Me, all ye that labour and are 
heavy laden, and I .will give you rest." (Matt. xi. 
25-28.) “ Simon Peter answered and said. Thou art 

the Christ, the Son of the living God. And Jesus 
answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, Simon 
Barjona: for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto 
thee, but My Father which is in heaven." (Matt. xvi. 
16, 17.) Again I say unto you. That if two of you 
shall a^ree on earth as touching anything that they 
shall ask, it shall be done for ^them of M^ Father 
which is in heaven. For where two or three are 
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gathered together in My name, there am I in the 
midst of them.” (Matt, xviii. 19, 20.) “ But 1 say 

unto you, I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of 
th^ vine, until that day when I drink it new with you 
in My Father’s kingdom.” (Matt. xxvi. 29.) “And 
behold, I send the promise of My Father upon you ; 
but tarry ye in the city ^of Jerusalem, until ye be 
endued with power'from on high.” (Luke xxiv. 49.) 
“ And, lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of 
the world.” (Matt, xxviii. 20.) 

So much for the harmony on this head. We might, 
indeed, have carried it out much further; as, for 
example, to the facts in the history of Chrifjt, as well 
as to the discourses in His ministry. Wo have no 
account in John of the miraculous concfi]1tion, or of 
the nativity in Bethlehem, or of the early residence in 
the obscurity of Nazareth ; and yet these various facts 
are fully corroborated in numerous incidental refer¬ 
ences of expressive significance. “And the Word was 
made flesh,” (John i. 14.)—There is evidently an 
underlying allusion to the miraculous production of 
His humanity here. “We have found Him, of whom 
Moses in the law, and the prop4i^ts, did write, Jesus 
of Nazareth, the son of Joseph,” (John i. 45.) “The 
son of Joseph.”—This was what He was reputed to be, 
and the Evangelist, though he uniformly distinguishes 
Him as the Son of God, quite freely relates the circum¬ 
stance. “And the third day there was a marriage 
in Cana of Galilee; and the mother of* Jesus was 
there,” (John ii. 1.) “The mother of Jesus.”—There 
is no hesitation on the part of the Evangelist to 
speak of her as such; on several occasions he so 
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names her. “ And when they wanted wine, the 
mother of Jesus saith unto Him, They have no wine," 
“ His motlier saith unto the servants, Whatsoever He 
saith unto you, do it.” (John ii, 3, 5.) “ Now there 

stood by the cross His mother, and His mother’s sister.” 
“When Jesus therefore saw His.mother, and the 
disciple standing by, whom He loved. He saith unto 
His mothei’. Behold thy son.” (John xix. 25, 26.) 
The following questions, a&* recorded by the Evan¬ 
gelist, also indicate his knowledge both of the nativity 
in Bethlehem and of the residence in Nazareth, arid 
plainly confirm the other evangelists in their accounts 
of these events, “ Can there any good thing come 
but of Nazar/.dh?” (John i. 46.) "Shall Christ come 
out of ,Galilee ? Hath not the Scripture said that 
Christ Cometh of the seed of David, and out of the 
town of Bethlehem, where David was?” (John vii. 
41, 42.) Again, we have no account in John of the 
baptism of Christ, but we have a distinct corrobora¬ 
tion of it in his account of the testimony of the 
Baptist. " I saw the Spirit descending from heaven 
like a dove, and it abode upon Him. And I knew 
Him not; but He timt sent me to baptize with water, 
the same said unto me, Upon whom thou shalt see 
the Spirit descending, and remaining on Him, the 
same is He which baptizeth w^ih the Holy Ghost. 
And I saw, and bare record that this is the Son of 
God.” (John i. 32-34.) In the same way, although 
we have no list of the apostles in John, as in all the 
other Gospels, we have Andrew and Peter, James and 
John, Philip and Nathanael, introduced to ^ our Lord 
in the very order in which their names are coupled 



THE HARMONY OF THE GOSPELS. 


I 


155 


together in the evangelical lists, and the number of 
them is mentioned once and ajjain as twelve : “ Have 
not I chosen you twelve?” (John vi. 70.) “And 
. Th(^mas, one of the twelve, called Didymus, was not 
with them when Jesus came.” (John xx. 24.) We 
have also no account in Johrr of the casting out of 
devils, but we have a most explicit reference, in his 
own peculiar style and way, to Christ’s “ifconquest of 
Satan, which was .so stiiTtingly illustrated and em¬ 
bodied in the demoniacal dispossessions. “ Now is the 
judgment of this world ; now shall the prince of this 
world be ca.st out.” (John xii. 31.) . “ The prince of 
this world cometli, and hath nothing in Me.” (John 
xiv. 30.) “ Because the prince of this world is judged.” 
(John XV. 11.) There is also no mentiqi? i,nade in 
John of the agony in the garden, but the wo]‘*ls of 
Jesus, when he rebuked Peter foi drawing the sword in 
His defence, allude very plainly to the prayer which 
He had so earnestly offered up under the agony; 
“ Put up thy sword into the sheath ; the cup which 
My Father hath given Me, shall I not drink it ? ” 
(John xviii. 11.) Then, besides all the.se and other 
reh^ences in John which distinctly evince his know¬ 
ledge of many facts related by the other evangelists, 
but omitted by himself, there are facts related by him 
which go to explain various references of the evan¬ 
gelists left unexplained by them from their omission 
of the facts in question. Thus they record the testi¬ 
mony of the false witnesses against Jesus at His trial; 
“ This fellow said, I am able to destroy the temple of 
God, and J;o build it 'n three days.” (Matt. xxvi. Gl. 
Mark xiv. 58.) John alone records what Jesus really 
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said upon the subject, and so explains, quite inciden¬ 
tally, how such an accusation could be brought against 
Him : “ Then answered the Jews and said unto Him, 
What sign showest Thou unto us, seeing Thou (V>est 
these things ? Josus answered and said unto them, 
Destroy this temple, arnl in three Jays I will raise it 
up. Then said the Jews, Forty and six years was 
this temple in building, and wilt Thou rear it up in 
three days ? But He spake of the tcnqde of His 
body,” (John ii. 18-21.) Thus also all the evangelists 
relate the triumphal entry of our Lord into Jerusalem, 
but John alone relates the' occasion of it, which, pro¬ 
bably for the prudential reason stated in our examin¬ 
ation of his Gospel, they intentionally omitted : 
“ The peo'ple therefore that was with Him when He 
called La^iarus out of his grave bare record. For this 
cause the people also met him, for that they heard 
that He had done this miracle. The Pharisees tlicre- 
forc said among themselves. Perceive ye how ye prevail 
nothing ? Behold the world is gone after Him,” 
(John xii. 17-19.) 

But wo cannot carry out this comparison and recon¬ 
ciliation of the evangelists any further under this 
head. It is enough to say that, when a person’s life 
is written by different parties, one of whom exhibits 
him mainly in his public, and thg other in his private 
character, while of course there is such a basis of 
resemblance in the two biographies as serves to iden¬ 
tify the subject of them, it is impossible to consider 
them harmonious unless the different stand-points of 
their authors are taken into account, and proper 
allowance is made for the specific characteristics of 
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thtir distinctive views. Just so is it with the Gospels. 
Many supposed and alleged discrcjpancies vanish, 
whenever we contemplate them from the proper point 
. of yew. Where discrepancies were said to exist, we 
observe the nico.st harmonies, the most admirable 
undesigned coincideHces. Wif also at once perceive 
how one evangelist records one class of facts, ai^d 
another evangelist aliofJier class of hxets,‘iYccording as 
the facts fall in with tlfeir re.spective objects; and 
how, in recording even the same fixets, the one and 
tile other should notice ditferent circumstances con¬ 
nected with the facts, without infringing upon the 
perfection of any one of the Gospels, as viewed from 
its own particular stand-point; and how, in short, 
without regarding the Gospels as merely,.‘^lipplemcu- 
tary or corroborative of one another, we may^nake 
them serve this purpose by the exhibition of their 
unintended and unfettered harmonies; while at the 
same time we come to apprehend and to apiireciato 
the purpose of the Spirit of God in an omission here, 
and an addition there, in now presenting one fact in 
a certain relation, and again presenting it in another 
relation, and in so giving us a •c>i£ferent view in one 
Gospel from that which is given us in another Gospel. 

II. THE HARMONY o/tHE EVANGELISTS IN WHAT THEY 

DO RELATE IN COMMON. 

Under this head there opens up a most extensive 
field of observation and investigation, on, which 
we shall Jiardly ente’ Two observations will serve 
our purpose. 
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1. First, We may shortly notice their harmony in 
the vieivs of Christ which they present in common. 
That a particular view of Christ predominates in the 
separate representation of each of the four Gospel^ we 
have sufficiently jiroved already. In Matthew we see 
Him in His cov(‘nant ‘royalty as‘ the Son of Havid ; 
in Mark in His laborious ministry as the Servant of 
God ; in Lhke in His common humanity as the Son 
of man ; and in John in Hi's true Divinity as tlie Son 
of God. But the view of each is not to he found in 


itself only; we find traces of it in all the others. 
With that which in each is distinctively its own, the 


whole four have resemhlances and 


affinities which arc 


conlmon to them all. And hence, as it is said of the 


cherubim,/t>^y which they are so often represeuted, “ Two 
wiii^^s of every one Avere joiiu'd one to anothei ; ” and 
again, “ They four had one likeness,” the view peculiar 
to one Gospel seems in many places to join and even 
to identify itself with the vicAv in another Gospel. 
You find the Son of David in Mark, Luke, and John, 
as Avell as in Matthew; you also find the Servant 
of God in Matthew, Luke, and John, as well as in 
Mark ; you find tlA;' Son of man in Matthew, Mark, 
and John, as well as in Luke ; you also find the Son 
of God in Matthew, Mark, and Luke, as avcU as in 
John; in short, it just comes to .this, that, while each 
has his own distinctive view standing out in prominent 
relief, they all distinctly recognise one another’s view, 
and more or less embrace it, and incorporate it with 
their qwn, so that with all their obvious diversity, they 
are thus in perfect harmony; they exhibit but one 
Christ, who is at once, in symbol, lion, ox, man, and 
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eagle, and in fact tlie Son of David, the Servant of 
God, the Son of man, and the Son of God. 

2. Secondly, We may as shortly notice their har- 
mcQiy in the incidents and foAits respecthirj Christ 
which they record in common. These incidents and 
facts are so few tl'Wrt' they may all be stated in little 
more than a single sentence. There is, first, the feed¬ 
ing of the five thousand men, besides '’women and 
children, on the five louvres and the two fishes. The 
miracle is related in all the Gospels—-in Matthew xiv., 
in Mark vi., in Luke ix., and in John vi. Tt is tlie 
only incident in the life of Christ, prior to the events 
of the Passion-week, which they all I'olatc ; and wo may 
therefore very warrantably conclude that it is full of* 
significance, and that its instructiorj is to V- viewed in 
connexion with all the characters and relations ^hich 
lie sustains as the Son of David, the Servant of God, 
the Son of man, and the Son of God. Then we next 
find them all relating the important events of the 
Passion-week. The riding into Jerusalem, the treach¬ 
ery of Judas, the resistance of Peter in the garden, 
and his thrice-repeated denial of his Master in presence 
of the servants and the soldiers, *thc trial before the 
Sanhedrim, the arraignment before Pilate, the liberation 
of Barabbas, the condemnation, the crucifixion, the 
raiment-partition, t^ie death, the burial, the resurrec¬ 
tion,—all these events are alike related, with, of course, 
many circumstantial and characteristic varieties, in all 
the Gospels. Again, it is to be observed that these 
events, with their instruction, must be viewed,in con¬ 
nexion w\th all the characters and relations which He 
sustains as the Son of David, the Servant of God, the 
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Son of man, and the Son of God. The Son of David 
rides in triumph into Jerusalem, suffers, dies, rises from 
the dead. Tlic Servant of God rides in triumph into 
Jerusalem, suffers, dies, rises from the dead. The Son 

t 

of Man rides in triumpli into Jerusalem, .suff(*rs, dies, 
rises from the dead. The Son of CVkI rides in triumph 
into Jerusalcuj, suffers, dies, rises from the dead.* We 
do not enter on the examination of tlic various accounts 


of the.se events; that would' involve us in an investi¬ 
gation which is by far too extensive and too important 
to be disposed of in connexion with our present object. 
We content ourselves with the simple statement that 
the events in <piestion, together with the miracle of the 
loaves, coinpiise the Avhole of what literally forms the 
common K'jitimony of the Gospels. In all other 
respects tliey may be said to be harmonious, though 
not coinchhmt, or four, tliough one; here they are not 
only harmonious but coincident, or one, though four. 
Let us commend their various narratives to attentive 


prayerful pcn u.sal; they w'ill largely repay all the study 
which may be bestowed upon them. 


We now concludes.this examination of the character¬ 
istics of the Gospels. The Gospels are worthy of all 
the study that can be bestowed on them. ‘ If it was 
true of our blessed Lord that “ n^jVer man spake like 
this Man," the remark may be extended unto them. 
Never were books written like these books. Never 
Gospels like these Go.spels, so simple in style, yet so 
profound ; so unadorned in their heavenly beauty ; so 
consistent and harmonious, even Jo repetition, in their 

• * Vide Jukes on the Gospels, p. 176. 



TJIK IIAHMDNY OF THK GOSPELS.' 


101 


^rarul outlines, anti so vifli in iJn.'ir multiplied diversi¬ 
ties ; they cujilaiu an evitleiiee. of tiuth and rt'ality 
'which dtdies all fhe vain efJoits t»f uiihtdit'vin^f minds; 
they are a treasury of ■wisdom and ^race that is ahlc 
to supply the det'pest 'wants and I'emedy the most 
grievous miserit's t'*-' .f lallt'u wtJrld. Like the heavt'iily 
elicruhim, each has its own pceidiar character, and 
nweals a separatt^ a'-peet in the lovt' t>f (.'lifist; hut they 
all unite as with a voi(C*<jf thunder in utteriinf the 
same in^ ilation to sinners ; Cjjine, see a man who is 
at once the Son of David, the Servant of (lod, the Sou 
of man, and the Son of (<od ;—is not this the (Jhrist? 
And every luunhh'heart will respond ti) the invitation 
and in res[)omHng to it will have to say, hke the Sain- 
aiitans of old, ‘ Now we helit)ve, for wo have seen Him 
'ours(dves, and know that this is indeed the Chri.'ft, the 
Saviour of the world.’* 

\Vt; should here' otfi-r some ohservations on/Ac 
licdl use lo be 'iiKu/e of the hurmoiiif in diversify 
vhich we hive uoiv sceo, io cho.i'oeteiise the fourfold 
vieIV of idilist ill the different (josjiels. But we must 
not expatiate at large in the wi<le field of valuable 
lellection which it jne.sents to us. 

Wo prefer to advert to hut two things, in the ho]io 
that, limiting ourselves to them, they may ho the more 
faithfully eon.sidcred {ind applied. 

Tlu! one is, That thciie is an infinite fuln'ess of 
gracious supply in Christ to nna't all the wants of His 
di.sciples. I)oos not the fourfold re])otition of the 
miracles of the loaves teach us that 1 No commentary 
■which overlooks, or in*any way ignores, this lesson can 

* Birks’ Ilora' Evangclicus, p, 550. 

L 
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do justice to the repetition. Wo are in a desert— 
thousands of men, besides women and children. 
Whence shall we buy bread that all may eat ? We 
do not need to buy at all. “Jesus said, My Father 
giveth you the true bread from heaven. For the Bread 
of God is He which cometh doAvV'from heaven, and 
giveth life unto tl^e world.'’ “ Wherefon? do yc sjK'nd 
money for tlntt which is not bread, and your labour for 
that which satisfioth not ? •Hearken diligently unto 
Me, and eat ye that which is good, and Jet your soul 
del ight itself in fatness.” 


The other is, That this infinite fidiiess of gracious 
supply is only to be partaken of in the faith of Christ 
as the once» crucified but now glorified RcchHuner. 
And hence,also the fourfold repetition of the history 
of Hiil^ (loath and resurr(;ction. 8ome are arr(.'sted by 
the history of the, incarnation. Tt holds tlumi last. 
They say that they cannot get past tlu; Bethlehem- 
inangcr to the Jeru.salem-cross. But the Gospel of 
Jesus Chiist is only, as it were, begun in the incarna¬ 
tion of the Bcthlehem-manger. We never get to the 
heart of the Gospel till we find our way to Calvary. 
The Bread of life is,dH symbol, not the unbroken wiifi'r 
of flome’s idolatry, but the broken bread of the true 
Scrijdural Communion. It is, in reality, the atone¬ 
ment-sacrifice of the Lamb of Got]. . There is a sense 


in wliich the all of religion may, no doubt, bo said 
to centre in the Person of our Lord. “ Thou art the 
Christ, the Son of the living God.” We do not won¬ 
der atithe approval of that confession :—“Blessed art 
thou, Simon Barjona; for flesh' and bloody hath not 
revealed it unto thee, but My Father which is in 
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iloaven.” At tlic same time, it must not be fortrot- 
ten that, wlien Peter went on to express himself 
in opposition to tlie cross, the Ixuiedietion was at 
once exchaug'od for a malediction, the like of wliicli 
is next to un[)arallele(l in the Woixl of God—Get 
thee l)e]iind im;, ‘jltan,” The conclusion is plain 
enough. If the cross of Christ is in any way obscured, 
if the atonement of (turist is in any wa^denied, men 
may say what they pleasS about the Person of Christ, 
they may appear to be full of love to Jfim—very 
Peters in the fervour of their zeal, and att'ection, and 
courage for Him ; but He will not .have them for His 
disciples. Let them put away His cross, and He will 
only idi'iitify them with Satan. “ Telhno man* that 
1 am (!hrist till I have suifered, died, ii*ieu.froni the 
dc'ad; because, till 1 am (Jhri.st the sullerer, Christ 
the sacritice, it is really of no consecpience to the 
world whether or not i am Christ at all.” It is on 
this account that we havt; the crueilixion and the 
resurrection of Christ in all the Gosixils. There is no 
Go.spt'l without a c/nicified Havioiir. 'riune is no 
Gospel without a rovevi Saviour. There could be none. 
“ 1 am the idving One that d('ad, and behold I 
am alive for evermore,” is the very essence, tin*, sum 
and siibstance, of the Gospel. The saying, “ No cross, 
no crown,” is now rpiitii commonplace—so common¬ 
place that few think any thing about it, except as a 
phrase of happ; 5 ^ alliteration. But there is a great 
reality covered by it, as we see in the fourfold history 
of the Cross ; and it is not less true in the history of 
His disciples than it is in His own. Let them con¬ 
sider it, ponder it. Only let it be taken in its entire- 
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ness ; so that wIk'u the cross conics, tho}'^ may not 
fail to look forward to the crown Avliich is coming too, 
like “ Ji'sus, tlic i\ut]ior and hinislicr of oiir faith, wlio, 
hn’ till' joy dial was sot Ix'forc Him, endnroil tlic ci'oss, 
d('s)ti,sing fhc shaiiK*, and is now sot down at the riglit 
hand of the Ihiono of dod.” “ Voids a faithful say¬ 
ing; for if w(‘ 1)0 dead with Him, wo shall also live 
with Him; Vf wo suifor, wo shall also loign with 
Him.” 
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OPINIONS OF THE PRESS. 


“ A UH'sl intoroslini; I’-'ilo book, full of ucnto, tlovouf, dolioafo, ami 
wi'lial Jiiust |Kj]>viL'ir oi iticisiii." —/ 'ria^^Uiif (Hov Amiit^w 
(\'uiu'rn2i). 

“As ;\, iiaiidy voluim' oo |1 r* uiijtoitaTit subjocTs treated of, Mr 
TlloIO'^(>!^s \ obnoi' d<“'>f'T\rs ‘'^tlio praise WO can bi'stow.’’- A'?royv/ 
(n/d 7'r(nt< / (('. H. SpiiryL'ou). 

“ /\ (iuc model <»i the leetii»‘i)iL( <m Scripture that lias <loru^ so mm b 
to eive a ]M‘< uliMi* \ <due to tile lebifious s(.‘i\iees of the Sabbatli-d;iy 
i'l Sei)n:uu], ' iifJnitHfif Pn\fnifi t'hui Mif’fft'.nh'. 


t. n\ 


\y clei-yvmeii iiisfnielmy a Ihblo class, or leeliirine, to a. eoii^u*t^'4a- 

tioi), tins will b(* hmiid an a(liiMr;d»](* m.’um.il.II. is a. woi k 

tJiat cau be jead u Uli ph'.istiiamii the ou a Snuda.v'' 

/• o/* i fsh 


It IS \eiy well i‘\tsuted, and is a book a\ e slioulTI ^ike (o see in 
the hands ol yoiunj; people."' Zw/f/'o/*// PJmrt htiuni. 

“ It is refiesliiu;f to meet itli tins tieii vi I ie\erent tone of (owpiiiy 
reyardni^f the SiTiptures. \\v can leel sniv that, St Taiil I'easoned 
in this way Mheii training iil» the riiuul ot 'riimdhy in I'elatitni to tlie 
Old dVstameiit. "— ('h tiftd Jon rad!. 


“With the hook before tluMii ami tho Iscw Testanieut in their 
liaiids^ oiir 1 eadey.s will djseex'er \ ems (d \ alnahle ore ntnnin;^^ tin oimtIi 
the <i<tspel iiai rat i\t's, wdneh the tye of the eiirsory reader never 
--0 t'ftjnnd *S'f fv J/rr|/a‘.///r, 

“ W’o have not seem for a lone time a volume more fn'sh and vSidmlar- 
]y, more siie^s^stno and beautiful. 'J'nj aiyiiinent is, of course, 
Jar^^ely <nunidative, a,ml brief extracts will fail to do it justice ; but u<! 
can promise any biiihe.vl stiulenfc xvho will read it, a rich treat, His 
remarks, ('spin ially on the <los[iels by laiki^ and Jolin, an^ full of 
iustiuetion, xvJide they illustrate very wi'Il that style of minute \ er- 
bal ctiticisirt w hicli has lullMune so justly potmlar in our times. Seor<‘s 
of iiijiiute nieideutal statements are noticed in the .same way under 
dilT'crent In^ads—with results very pleasing and instrueti\ o.- - 

fi. ^ 

“ 11 is a really fresh contribution to the history of the (Tospels, in 
which tho author pourtrays tlm life of each evangelist and Jlic char¬ 
acteristic qualities of each (lospel, M'ith a closing hariiiouy which 
adils much ^o the vahu‘ the treatise. The great question of 
inodtu'udisi'ussion is ('hristology ; and without going <l(‘cply or learned¬ 
ly into ilry and elaboiate dibipiisitioii, our author brings before the 
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populai' mind su<;]i a mass of intcrcstuig matter as compels ns all to 
rt'ad tlie familiar (Jospels, no longer with the sluggish aoijuicsccnec 
of hahit, hut with something approaching the very charm of novelty. 
Mr. U'honisou is exceedingly liappy in his delineations of the cvaiig- 
lists, and particularly that of John, whoso ardour, pathos, clevatKJii, 
and subjectivity arc appio[)riatcly dosenhed. VVe have liere no 
erudite perversion or sell-created ditlicultjcs, and emusequent abe/ra¬ 
tions, hut enlightenment, research, and syini>athy with his subject.’* 

-— Evantje! /Vo/ *'-mi 

“ It is a pleasure to read this little volume, through which there is 
a distinct plan c’arneil out, in itself# not dilliciilt to understand, and 
yr‘t always reqnifing a measure of sustained attention in ord(‘r that 
wc may appreciate the particulars izifwliich it is unfolded. Tlie de¬ 
tails are all such as can be understiHMl and rchshcil by a plain leader 
of the Knglisli Hiblc.”- 77/r Prvshyti rUtu, 

“The idea of the book is beautiful and just, an<l Mr Thomson has 
worked it out with judgment, and justilieil it by a laborious iiidm;- 
tion of facts. Many ol, these are so adduced as to w'car a new light. 
Ilis treatise brings out unsuspected ineaiiings in the gos])el narra¬ 
tives, and giU's a <lee])er iusiglit into the eaiilily life of tho tSaviour. 
Wlnle lilted to .strengthen the conviction ol thciliviinty ol the Bible, 
it discovers si>;h a richness and luvauty m the cliaraeter of Christ a.s 
must tend to ) iViduee, i>ii the part of those who ha\e aln'ady believ¬ 
ed, a y/‘t stronger faith in Jlini, and a yet greater love to Him.”— 
Daihj Itvrirw. 

“ Though Mr Thomsmi’s lecture's are neither critical nor controver¬ 
sial, it would be a mistake to .sujijKi.se lli.it they aie not seieiitilic. 
If true science consists in a knowledge of one’s suliji'ct, donved from 
a thorough study of it in all its hearings and relations, ])roseculed 
with genuine enthusiasm, and guided by souml judgiiuiit, tliese 
lectures are far from being uiiscieiitijie. The man who know'S well 
the nature of the soil which ho cultivatc'S, and who so manages it as 
to render it productive and prolitahlo, is rcgardeil as a truly seientilic 
farmer, thougli he may m^t^choose to spend Ins time in analysing the 
chemical ingredients winch go to form a fruitful soil. Vlaciiig the 
sacred gospe ls before him as they are, and assuming their divine 
inspiration as in the meantime a settled (piestion, Mr 'fhomson sots 
huuscif to the investigation of their respective characteristies, so as 
to bring out their natural div^ursities in perfect consistency with tlielr 
divine harmony. I'liis task he has aO^omplished with singular 
success ; exhibiting in the course of his examination much critical 
taste, and a signal a])titude for what may be termed distinctiveness 
of observation. 1 

We lay down this small volume, not only with a feeling of 
aebniration for tlie talents of its author, but with what he himself 
will, wc'doubt not, receive as a far better commendation, with a 
higher appreciation of the God-like wisdom, beauty, and grandeur of 
those gos])C^6, which form the foundation of our hopes, ^nd the char¬ 
ter of our redemption .”—British and Foreign Evatigdkal Bcckw, 






